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~ general body of solicitors, will be presented to her Majesty. 


Justice on Monday. 


the hall by a door in the north-east corner, leading into a vaulted 


windows looking on the Great Quadrangle may afford. 


Tefuse to renew old licences for beerhouses was decided by | 


‘in the case of The Licensing Justices of Darwen. The court 
were of opinion that the justices had the discretionary power 
_ claimed, and had a right to refuse the licence in the exercise 
_ of their general discretion. The intention of the Legislature, as | 
‘indicated by their language, was to place all beerhouses under | 
that discretion. The effect of the Act was, they said, to place 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE uNDERSTAND that the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society have been engaged since they met at the end of the Long 
Vacation in considering the new Remuneration Order, and that 
the result of their deliberations will shortly become known to the 
profession. 





ON THE OPENING of the Royal Courts of Justice an address 
from the President, Vice-President, and Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society of the United Kingdom, on behalf of the 





Tue AnnvuaL Councin of the Judges of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, convened by the Lord Chancellor under the pro- 
visions of the 75th section of the Judicature Act, 1873, was held 
on Saturday afternoon last at Westminster. 





His Roya Hicuness the Duke of Atpany (who is a bencher 
of Lincoln’s-inn) has accepted the invitation of the Benchers of 
Lincoln’s-inn to the luncheon which is to be given to the 
members of that society after the opening of the Royal Courts of 





Rarip Procrrss is being made with the preparations in the 
Central Hall of the Royal Courts of Justice for the ceremony 
of Monday next. There are to be six tiers of seats on either 
side of the passage, twelve feet wide, which is to be reserved for 
the Royal procession from the southern entrance of the hall to 
the dais at the northern end, from which her Majesty will declare 
the building open. After the ceremony, her Majesty will leave 


passage, which, being somewhat dark, is to be lighted for the first 
time on this occasion with the electric light. 





Ir WILL BE OBSERVED that the Rule of Court, relating to the 
closing of the offices on Monday, directs that the courts and offices 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature will be closed “ for matters 
of business.’’. This does not justify the rumour which has gained 
currency that not even officials will be admitted to their rooms 
on that day; it is only meant to justify the officials in abstain- | 
ing from official business on that day, and to give power to | 
the superintendent of the building to exclude the general public | 
who would on such an occasion force their way into the building | 
in order to enjoy such a view of the ceremony as any of the 








THE QUESTIGN, to which we have before referred, whether 
under the Beer Dealers’ Retail Licences (Amendment) Act, 
1882, the licensing justices have an absolute discretion to | 


the Divisional Court of the Queen’s Bench Division last week | 





the beerhouses under the absolute power of the justices—to grant 
or refuse licences as they might think proper “in their free and 
unqualified discretion.” It may be remembered that this decision 
is in accordance with the opinion we expressed shortly after the 
Act was passed (25 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 697). 





THE INTERESTING CORRESPONDENCE in our columns with refer- 


' ence to the proposal that the option to the plaintiff to choose his 
| judge in the Chancery Division shall be abolished, seems to proceed 
| on some misapprehension of the mode in which the so-called rota- 


tion is likely to be ascertained. We believe that the process of 
marking writs for the five judges of the Chancery Division, 
although described as being according to rotation, would, in fact, 
be by ballot, in the same way as papers are now marked for the 
conveyancing counsel and official referees. The names of all 
the five judges would be put into a ballot box, and drawn out one 
by one until all are drawn, and then the whole five names would 
be returned to the box, andso on. It will be seen that under this 
mode of balloting, anyone who wished to make certain of 
bringing his case before the judge of his choice would have to 
bring in nine writs at once, thus sacrificing the cost of eight of 
them. It would scarcely be sufficient for him to bring in ene 
writ, and when that failed, to go away and procure another, 
because during each absence another writ might be brought in, 


| and be marked, by-means of the ballot, for the favoured judge. 


Moreover, the official presiding over the ballot would not himself 
know (except when there was but one name in the ballot-box) for 
whom he would have to mark the next writ which might be 
brought to him. The rule which refers to the balloting for con- 
veyancing counsel, and which will, doubtless, be adopted when 
the right of the plaintiff to choose his judge in the Chancery 
Division is abolished, provides (Cons. Ord. 2, r. 2), that “the 
clerk making such distribution [7.¢., of business amongst the 
conveyancing counsel] shail be responsible for the business being 
distributed according to regular and just rotation, and in such 
manner as to keep secret from all persons the rofa or succession 
of conveyancing counsel to whom such business may be referred.” 





We print elsewhere a rule, made by the Rule Committee of 
Judges, directing that the courts and offices of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature shall be closed for matters of business on 
Monday next, and it will be remembered that all the 
sittings at Westminster were suspended on the whole day 
of the recent review. The propriety, and, indeed, the neces- 
sity, of such occasional suspensions of litigious business is 
unquestionable ; but it may be well to point out that they take 
place under the authority of no specific Rules of Court, which 
rales, indeed, seem to be somewhat deficient in this respect, 
although order 61 partly deals with suspensions in pari materid 
as far as the offices of the court are concerned. Rule 4 of that 
order provides that “the sevcral offices of the Supreme Court 
shall be open on every day of the year, except Sundays, Good 
Friday, Monday and Tuesday in Easter week, Whit-Moné Px 
Christmas-day, and the next following working day, and all «™y# 
appointed by proclamation to be observed as days of genera. 
fast, humiliation, or thanksgiving,” and further rules (being 
rules 4a and 4b) provide for the closing of the offices on Satur- 
days at 2 o’clock, and for the daily sittings of official referees, 
“except on Saturdays, when they shall sit at least from 10 a.m. 
to 2 p.m.” The very great particularity of these rules, as to 
offices and official referees, will prevent their application to any 
days or circumstances not specially named therein. On the other 
hand, the Rules of Court are absolutely silent as to suspensions of 
the sittings of the court for fast, feast, ceremony, or — of 
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any kind; but no doubt the judges have a common-law power to 
_ suspend sittings at pleasure. With regard to the offices of the 
courts somewhat different considerations arise. The new rule pur- 


ports to be made “ by virtue of the 19th section of the Supreme. 


Court of Judicature Act, 1881, and all other powers enabling us 
in that behalf.” The 19th section only provides who the 
persons shall be to exercise “ the powers conferred by section 17 


of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876.” It is difficult, we|. 


think, to find iu the latter section any power to make a rule for 
closing the courts and offices. 





A corrEsponpEst last week asked whether a provision 
dealer, who is also licensed for the sale of beer to be drunk off 
the premises, can be convicted for keeping his premises open for 
the sale of provisions during the hours in which he is prohibited 
from selling beer. The question depends upon the construction 
of sections 3 and 9 of the Licensing Act, 1874. Section 3 enacts 
that “ all premises in which intoxicating liquors are sold by retail 
shall be closed ” during the particular hours thereinafter named, 
and section 9 provides that “any person who, during the time at 
which premises for the sale of intoxicating liquors are directed to 
be closed by or in pursuance of this Act, sells or exposes for sale 
in such premises any intoxicating liquor, or opens or keeps open 
such premises for the sale of intoxicating liquors,” shall be liable 
to the penalties thereinafter mentioned. Independently of 
authority, we should have had considerable difficulty in answering 
the question. But the courts have had the precise point before 
them twice, in Brigden v. Heighes (L. R. 1 Q. B. D. 
330), and in TZassell v. Ovenden (L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 388), 
and it is clear from those cases, especially the latter, that 
no penalty attaches unless the shop of the provision dealer be 
kept cpen for the sale of intoxicating liquor. In Tassell v. 
Ovenden Merton, J., said, “I do not know what may have been 
the original intention of the Legislature, but I think that section 
3 has not the meaning which, at first sight, it would appear to 
have, and that the penalty is not imposed upon any person who, 
after the hour mentioned, keeps open his premises for some pur- 
pose unconnected with the sale of liquors. It is further 
to be considered that section 25 imposes a penalty on persons 
who are found in the house after the prescribed hour, unless they 
can show that they come within certain exceptions. Taking 
these facts together, J think it safer to hold,” &ce,. And Fretop, 
J., said, “ The construction of section 3, according to which there 
is a simple prohibition to keep open, during certain hours, pre- 
mises of a particular description,’ at first caused me some 
difficulty, but’ the arguments which we have heard””—that that 
construction is too inconvenient to have been contemplated— 
“have quite removed it.” Tassell v. Ovenden, therefore, is rather 
a@ hésitatiig decision, but it would no doubt be followed, and the 
casé being criminal; there is no appeal. But we cannot but think 
that the intention of the Legislature was quite otherwise, all 
ineonyenierice to provision dealers notwithstanding. The judicial 
construction, in oir humble opinion, opens too wide a door to 
evasion to be correct. 





A curiovs mope of defrauding the Revenue has recently come 
to light, in connection with the recent beneficial provision that 
postage stamps may he used as receipt stamps, and vice versed. 

t is stated that the following practice is very common :—Upon 
payment of a tradesman’s bill, the tradesman hands it back to the 
eustomer duly receipted, but accompanied by an undefaced 
fistage stamp for the customer to affix if he pleases. The 
customer preferring to use the postage stamp for his own pur- 
poses, the Stamp Act is evaded. Two questions of law arise upon 
the a First, is the me law not only evaded, but broken, 
so that a penalty attaches? Secondly, upon whom does the 
enalty fal the tradesman, the customer, or both? The 
answer to the question is clear. Section 123 of the Stamp 
Act, 1870 (83. & 34 Viet. c, 97), provides that, “if any person 
eg pt liable to duty and not duly stamped, he shall 
forfeit the sum. of ten .’ Section 121 of the same. Act 
«provides that,.“ the duty upon a receipt may. be. denoted by an 
adhesive stamp, which is to be cance by the person by whom 





the reeeipt is given, before he delivers it out of his hands.’ 
With regard to cancellation, tke statute is very express. Section 


24 enacts that, “an instrument the duty on which is required or — 
permitted by law to be denoted by an adhesive stamp, is not to 


be deemed duly stamped with an adhesive stamp unless the 
person required by law to cancel such adhesive stamp cancels the 


together with the true date of 


being used for any other instrument, or unless it is otherwise 
proved that the stamp appearing on the instrument was affixed 
thereto at the proper time,” and it is added that ‘every person 
who, being required by law to cancel an adhesive stamp, wilfull 

neglects or refuses duly and effectually to do so in manner aforesaid, 
shall forfeit the sum of ten pounds.” The tradesman who 
adopts the practice we have mentioned, therefore, is clearly 
liable to two penalties—(1) for not affixing the stamp, and (2) 
for not cancelling it. But is the customer also liable, and to what 
penalty ? Section 25 of the Act comes very near his case, if it 
does not quite cover it. This section provides that “ any person 
who practises or is concerned in any fraudulent act, 
contrivance, or device, not specially provided for, with intent to 
defraud her Majesty of any duty, shall forfeit, over and above any 
aaa to which he may be liable, the sum of £50.” The cases 
specially provided for are the fraudulent removal of adhesive 
stamps and the selling adhesive stamps fraudulently removed. 
On the whole we think that the customer is liable to the penalty. 





Ir Is PROVIDED by many statutes that public notices must be 
affixed at conspicuous places for a certain period of time as a con- 
dition precedent to the party affixing the notice obtaining cer- 
tain privileges and rights; but no statute, except the Parlia- 
mentary Registrdtion Act, to which we will presently refer, so 
far as we have been able to discover, provides for the case of a 
notice being torn down before the statutory period has expired. 
In Ez parte Harrison, however, on Monday last, the Queen’s 
Bench Division gave a strict construction to one of the statutes 
in question, the Highway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50), s. 
85. That section enacts that before taking proceedings for 
diverting or stopping up a highway, justices of the peace “ shall 
direct the surveyors to affix a notice” inthe form scheduled to 
the Act, “in legible characters, at the place and by the side of 
each end of the said highway from whence the same is proposed 
to be turned, diverted, or stopped up,” and also to insert the same 
notice in one newspaper in four’ successive weeks, and to affix it 
on the doors of the parish churches for four successive Sundays. 
The notice is to the effect that a certificate of the preliminary 
view will be lodged on a day to be named in the notice, and 
that application will be made to quarter sessions for a final order 
on a further day to be named in the notice. In Hx parte Harrison 
it seems that the outdoor notice firstly mentioned in the statute 
disappeared shortly after it was first affixed, and the court has 
held that the enactment as to the four successive weeks “was not 
only applicable to such notice, but an imperative provision, so 
that the Court of Quarter Sessions had no jurisdiction tomake the 
order to which the notices are preliminary. There seem to be no 
cases in point either way, but we have some little doubt as to the 
correctness of the decision. The Parliamentary Registration Act, 
1843 (6 Vict ¢. 18), after providing by section 24 for a continuous 
publication of notices required by that statute, provides also that, 
“in case the same shall be destroyed or removed before 
the expiration” of the periodnamed, “the party required to 

ublish the same shall, as soon as conyeniently may be, publish in 
ke manner in its place another notice,” &e. It might be argued 
from this that, unless the Legislature mikes special provision, a 
destroyed notice is equivalent to no notice. (On the other hand, 
it slabs be urged that, where the Legislature intends to make the 
provision as to continuance of the notice imperative, such inten- 
tion is clearly expressed, as is done in the case of the notices 
uired for applications for licences which, by section 7 of the 
Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869, is “ to. be affixed and maintained 
between the hours of ten in the morning and five in the afternoon 
of two consecutive Sundays’’ oa the door.of the house for which 


| the licence is about to applied for. 


same by writing, on or across the som, his name or initials, © 
; is so writing, so that — 
the stamp may be effectually cancelled, and rendered incapable of 
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Tux 12TH sEction of the Married Women’s Property Act of 
1882 re-enacting, with additions, the 11th section of the Act of 
1870, gives the same remedies and redress, by way of criminal 
proceedings, @ protection of the separate property of a 
married woman as 1f such prope onged to her as a feme 
solé, and one tions former provision is, that “in 
afiy pro proceedings under this section a husband or wife shall be 
competent to give evidence against cac other, any statute or rule 
of law contrary notwithstanding.” If, therefore, the 
husband steal the property of the wife, there is no doubt that his 
wile may give evidenee against him. But how is it to be if the 
e Property of the husband? It is enacted by section 
16 that “a Wife doing any act with respect to any property of her 
husband which, if done by the husband with respect to the 
property of the wife, would make the husband liable to criminal 
roceedings by the wife under this Act, shall in like manner be 
iable to criminal proceedings by the husband.” It will have 
been observed that the power, under section 12, for husband and 
wife to give evidence against each other in proceedings for the 
protection of the wife’s property is limited to “ proceedings under ”’ 
that “ section” ; and that section 16 contains no express power for 
the parties to give evidence against each other. But ¢an such a power 
be got out of the general words ‘‘in like manner”? On the 
whole we think that it can, looking to the general scope of the two 
sections, and the injustice of ullowing evidence to be given by a 
wife against the husband, but not by the husband against the 
wife, But we think that a judicial interpretation of the sections 
will b> nec essary. 























THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 
IV. 


HiTHERTO our attention has been chiefly directed towards those 
parts of the Act which tend to disregard, or thwart what possibly 
may, but not necessarily must, be the wishes of the settlor. This 
last phrase gives a truer view of the Act’s apparent policy 
than any phrase importing a desire to destroy settlements or to 
discourage the practice of making them. It seems to be the 
policy of the Act to cross the settlor’s wishes only in so far as 
they are deemed to be unreasonable, and to discourage only the 
practice of making unreasonable scttlements. A great deal of 
trouble has accordingly been expended in providing safeguards for 
protecting the interests which settlements are usually designed to 
protect, so far as this was thought to be compatible with the Act's 
paramount policy. In the present article the chief part of our 


_ attention will be directed towards these last-mentioned features. 


~ These seem to consist partly of restrictions placed upon the 
tenant for life’s exercise of the powers conferred upon him, and 
partly of precautions adapted to secure, for the benefit of the 


settlement generally, any proceeds of the exercise of the powers 
which may take the shape of capital moneys. 
It may be thought that some of the former are somewhat more 


stringent than the corresponding restrictions usually in the 
present practice placed by settlements upon the exercise of 
corresponding powers committed to the tenant for life. But the 
Act (sections 56, 57) provides that the iven 
by the Act are cumulative, and that any settlor may confer larger 

wers. Settlors may therefore continue to commit the same powers 
to tenants for life upon essier terms; nor was the Act under any 
obligation to follow any general rules which may seem to be 
deducible from the current practice. Its object does not seem to 
be either to destroy, or to supersede, settlements, but only to 
compel them, for the public benefit, to endure a certain measure 
of relaxation. Nothing is therefore more natural, or more com- 
mendable, than that the Act should not have pushed this enforced 
relaxation further than was deemed to be nec . 

Omitting such obvious provisions as that sales, &c., shall be 
se at the best pn ee" that can —— be obtained, the 
following seem to the principal safeguards designed by the 
Act for the protection of retain ermen tei neral ;— 


(1.) The when intending to make a sale, 
ange page, “Oi waa must give a 


no’ F tention to each of the trustee 
md also to “the solicitor for the trusices,” i 















any such solicitor is known to him (section 45, sub-section 1). The 
phrase in italics is somewhat ambiguous. The solicitor 
employed by trustees does not thereby become their T 
agent for the purpose of receiving notices. (Saffrom 

Second Benefit Building Society v. ner, 28 W. R. 681, 14 
Ch. D, 406.) It is probable that the phrase, “the solicitor t 
the trustees,” is here used in a loose popular sense. But ae 
be a prudent precaution for trustees expressly to appoint fron 
time to time a solicitor to be their agent to receive such notices 
as above mentioned, and to give written notice of every such. 
appointment to the tenant for life. 

It will be observed that the enumeration in section 45, of 
powers whose exercise requires this preliminary notice, does not 
exhaust the list given in our previous article of powers which 
may be exercised by the tenant for life. It omits (i.) the 
acceptance of surrenders, (ii.) the granting of licences to copy- 
holders to make leases, (iii.) the appropriation and laying out-of 


streets, &c., in connection with a b (iy.) it 
seems to omit the application to the court an order to cut 


timber, under section 35; but the order would, of course, not 
be made without a sufficient notice, probably not shorter yi 
the prescribed month, to the trustees; oa (v.) Bin. :.5, 
making, varying, and rescinding, and accepting of 
contracts, by virtue of section 31. 

The peculiar language of section 3, sub-section (ii:), “ may sell 
the seignory,” &e., upon which some remarks were in our 
second article, may possibly haye been adopted in to bring 
the matters there treated of within the list of matters now 
under consideration. If this was the intention, it might easily 
have been accomplished by a more agreeable and perspicuous 
method. ee: 8 

It is expressly provided that, “ at the date of notice given,’ 
the number of trustees shall not be less than two, a@ eon- 
trary intention is expressed in the settlement (section 45, su __ 
section 2), From this it seems clearly to follow, that the powers 
of the tenant for life cannot (in the absence of such a “ contrary 
intention”’) be exercised unless there are two trustees. 

A correspondent has suggested in our columns that a difficulty 
may arise in the case of a tenant by the eurtesy, who, as we have 
seen, has the powers of a tenant for life. In the ease of a 
tenant by the curtesy there exists no settlement, and there are no 
trustees. It is not easy to predict what view will be taken of a 
case which has evidently been overlooked by the Act's framers. 
Possibiy, as our correspondent has suggested, the tenant by the 
curtesy may be obliged to procure the appointment of trustees, or 
rather, persons to act in that capacity, by virtue of section $8. 

The same difficulty arises also with regard to several of the 
limited owners enumerated in section 58, sub-seetion’ (1); to 
whom, not being, in fact, tenants for life under a settlement, are 
committed “the powers of a tenant for life under this Act, as if 
each of them were 4 tenant for life as defined in this Act.” 
The case of a tenant by the curtesy is perplexed by the additional 
complication, that no “ instrument” exists which can be made to 
do duty for a settlement. iach 

A person dealing in good faith with the tenant for life is not 
concerned to inquire respecting the giving of any such notice 
(section 44, sub-section 3). But it is conceived “aoe 
having actual notice of any default could safely deal ’ the 
tenant for life. : , 

(2.) Section 44 provides that, if, at any time, a difference 
arises between the tenant for life and the trustees respecting the 
exercise of the powers “ of this Act,” the court may, on ages 
cation of either party, give directions cting the matter. 
doubtless supplies the motive for the month’s notice to the trustees 
prescribed by section 45. Such applications are to be made 
either by petition or by summons at chambers (Section 46, ‘eut- 
section 3). 

(3.) Capital money must be paid either to the trustees or into 
court, at the option of the tenant for life (section 22, sub- 
section 1). 

Visloss the settlement authorizes the receipt of = 
money by one trustee, such payment may not be made to fewe 
than two trustees (section 39, sub-section 1). In our last arti¢le 
we made some remarks upon the ambiguity of the word “ trustee,” 
as it is used in this passage, nis psn 9.5 ets 
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There is some reason to fear that the practical efficacy of this 
provision may be impaired by section 41, which enacts that each 
trustee is answerable for what he actually receives only, not- 
withstanding his signing any receipt for conformity. This 
enactment, together with the rest of the section, follows the 
terms of the “ trustees’ indemnity clause” usually inserted in 
settlements. But it must be remembered that the powers given 
to the tenant for life by the Act are more extensive than those 
usually given by settlements to the tenant for life and trustees 
together. Section 41 makes it possible for what may be styled 
the precautionary supervision over the tenant for life, so far as it 
relates to the receipt and custody of capital money, to fall into 
the hands of a single trustee. 

So far as regards the general exercise by the tenant for life of 
his statutory powers, the Act provides that the supervision of the 
trustees shall be purely voluntary on their part. It would be 
difficult to frame a larger indemnity to them in this respect than 
that contained in section 42. This provision seems, from the Act’s 
point of view, to be reasonable and judicious. It is probable that 
the voluntary supervision of the trustees (and of their solicitor), 
will in practice be exercised with sufficient strictness; and the 
burden of finding people willing to carry out his wishes is reason- 
ably thrown upon the settlor. Few people would be willing to 
accept the ordinary responsibilities of a trustee with regard to the 
tenant’s for life exercise of his statutory powers. 

(4.) Care has been taken to provide that, as regards the execu- 
tion of authorized improvements, capital money shall be expended 
only upon such as are judicious and likely to be remunerative. If 
the money to be expended is in court, the application of it will be 


governed cutirely a the court's discrefion (section 26, sub-section 
3). it is in the hands of the trustees, the improvement t be 
executed according to a scheme t0 be a SevGd ey the trantees ; 
and be’ore the money is paid out of their hands, an_order of the 
court must be made, or a certificate of the due execution of the 
work must be given, either by the ene emo d Commissioners,or by a 


“ competen i or able practical surveyor” nominated by | 
thi s and approved by the Commissioners or the court 
(1bid., sub-section Z). 


The Land Commissioners are the aggregate of the Inclosure 
Commissioners, the Copyhold Commissioners, and the Tithe Com- 
missioners; who (section 48) are united into a single body by 
the name of the Land Commissioners for England, and are referred 
to throughout the Act by the shorter title of Land Commissioners 
(section 2, sub-section x.). 

(5.) The responsibility of maintaining improvements executed 
under the Act is thrown upon the tenant for life and ‘‘ each of his 
successors in title having, under the settlement, a limited estate or 
interest only in the settled land” during such time as the Land 
Commissioners shall prescribe (section 28, sub-section 1). The 
words printed in italics must, of course, be regarded as the result 
of an oversight. The tenant for life, and each of his successors, 
being limited owners, must also keep insured against damage by 
fire any buildings of an insurable nature comprised in the im- 
provement (Jbid.). Trees planted as an improvement may not be 
eut down, except in proper thinning (section 28, sub-section 2). 
Ifrequired by the Commissioners, either upon their own motion 
or upon the suggestion of any person having any interest in 
the settled land, the limited owner for the time being in possession 
must “report to the Commissioners the state of every improve- 
ment executed under this Act, and the fact and particulars of fire 
insurance, if any.” (bid, subsection (3) ). 

(6.) The trustees, as we have secn, are relieved from all re- 
spoasibility, so far as regards any supervision which they have 
power to exercise over the tenant for life; but it is provided that 
the latter shall, in exercising any power under the Act, have 
regard to the interests of all partics entitled under the settlement, 
ad shall, in relation to the exercise thereof by him, be deemed to 
be in the position and to have the duties and liabilities of a trustee 
for those parties (section 53). 

The general conclusion seems to follow from the above-mentioned 
‘ovisions that if trustees of settlements are willing in the future 
take the same of care which they have generally been 
ad willing to take in the past, the operation of the Act will not 
wiously affect the stability and general efficacy of settlements. 
Lat it must be remembered that this care will, in future, so far as 
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this part of their duty is concerned, be undertaken voluntarily, © 
and not, as is the case with regard to their ordinary duty as © 
trustees, subject to liability for breach of trust if they are negli- 
gent. It therefore remains to be seen whether the prospect of 
immunity will breed carelessness. If any such result shoul 
follow, the blame may fall more justly upon those classes who are” 
chiefly concerned with the settlements which we have been coms 
sidering, than upon the Act. it 

The remarks contained in the foregoing articles have not been 
intended to include every detail of the Act’s provisions, whit 
would be impossible within the space which they have occupied ; 
but only to offer to the busy reader, who has no leisure to sift out 
for himself an extensive and complicated measure, a broad view 
of the principal lines of the Act’s policy. We hope that they will 
be found not altogether useless to that end. Upon another occa- 
sion we may offer some remarks upon certain detached points of 
interest, for which a place could not readily be found in a general 
discussion of the subject. 





THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 


Pctice anp ConsTABULARY. 


Tuenrg is an increase in 1881 of 544 in the numbers of the police and 
constabulary over those of the previous year. The total number is 
32,032, giving an average of one constable for every 810 of the popiula- 
tion. An abstract of the numbers of each rank shows that there -weré 
2 commissioners and 2 assistant commissioners, one director of. criminal . 
investigations and two district superintendents of metropolitan police, 
55 chief constables of counties, 163 head constables of boroughs, 521 
superintendents, 1,317 inspectors, 3,070 sergeants, 25,951 constables, 
423 additional constables, and 525 detective officers. In this total are 
included 722 of the metropolitan police employed in thé dockyards and 
at military stations, and 369 paid for by public offices and private indi- 
viduals. ‘here are also certain places where, the police being appointed 
under local Acts, they are not included iu this return. Daring the year 
under review the total cost of the police and constabulary was £3,157,876, 
or £44,151 more than in the previous year. The expenditure was distri- 
buted as follows :—£2,438,295 for salaries and pay, £79,155 for allow- 
ances and contingent expenses, £171,636 for clothing and accoutrements, 
£127,228 in superannuations and gratuities, £49,434 for horses, harness, 
forage, &c., £247,353 in buildings, station-house charges, printing, 
stationery, &c., and £44,775 in miscellaneous items. Of this large sum 
we find that £143 321 4s, 5d. was repaid to the receiver by the dock- 
yarda, &c., and by private persons for special services, The amount paid 
for superannuations and gratuities is paid under the authority of Acts of 
Parliament, bat the superannuation funds of the several forces paid 
superavnuations to the extent of £151,875, of which amount £45,081 
came from the superannuation funds of boroughs, £62,559 from those of 
counties, £34513 from that of the metropolitan police, and £9,722 from 
that of the City of London. The average cost per man was £98 lls, 64., 
of which £16 2s. 41. was for salariesand pay, and £5 7s. 2d. for clothing 
and accoutrements. Of the total of £3,157,876 expended on police and 
constabulary, it appears that £1,234,782 was contributed from the public 
revenue. If the amount received for special services be deducted from 
the cost of the metropolitan police, the total cost of that portion of the 
force is £1,°39,678, of which the public revenue contributes 43°6 per 
cent. The City of London police receives no contribution from public 
funds and costs £88,402, 





CrmminaL Oxasses. 

The returns for 1880-81 show a slight decrease in the total number of 
the criminal classes at large and known to the police as compared with 
the numbers of 1879 80, In the year now under notice they numbered 
39,161, and in 1879-80 they were 39,465 ; but ten years ago they were 
no fewer than 50,144. Their proportion to the population of the metro- 
polis fifteen miles round Charing Cross was as 1 to 2,035, ‘The total 
number of the criminal classes, including those not at large, was 71,637, 
being 8 increase of 899 on the numbers of the previous year, but 
following a decrease of 3,079 in 1878-9, There are in England and 
Wales 4,052 houses of known or suspected bad character, 


Inpicrante Orvenors. « 

. Daring the year wo find that 61,193 indictsble offences were com- 
mitted, and 20,981 persons were apprehended in respect of them being 
in the proportion of 40°9 per cent, In 1879-40 the proportion of persons 
apprehended was 42°4 per cont., and in 1878-9 it was 45'1 per cent, Ol 
of the total number of persons apprehended 4,547 were discharged for 
want of evidence, and 1,090 for want of prosecution; 120 were discharged 
on bail to appear if called on, 1,402 were bailed to appear for trial, 29 
were committed for want of sureties, and 13,801 were committed for 
trial, The indictable offences comprised 167 charges of murder, 67 of 
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attempts to murder, 653 of shooting at, wounding, stabbing, &c., 251 
of manslaughter, 106 of ccncealment of birth, 119 of unnatural offences, 
237 of rape, 370 of assaults with intent, 684 of common assaults, 3,527 
of burglary and housebreaking, 2,545 of breaking into shops, ware- 
houses, &c., 450 of robbing with violence, 50 of cattle stealing, 517 of 
horse stealing, 259 of sheep stealing, and 34,425 larcenies, &c. These 
51,193 offences are classified as follows:—(1) Offences against the 
person, 2,879; (2) offences against property with violence, 6,698; (3) 
offences against property without violence, 38,325; (4) malicious 
offences against property, 611; (5) forgery and offences against the 
currency, 925; and (6) offences not included in the other classes, 1,755. 
By way of summary, it may be added that, in respect of 51,193 offences, 
only 20,989 persons were apprehended, and only 15,350 committed for 
trial, showing that this latter number is in the small proportion of 29°9 
per cent. of the total number of offences, and it is further computed that 
75 per cent. of this number would be convicted. 


Scmmary Convictions. 


Beycnd this number of indictable offences there were 669,031 persons 
proceeded against for smaller offences before the magistrates, of which 
number 580,966 were convicted, and 138,071 discharged. The punish- 
ments inflicted on these 530,966 offenders was, in 102,699, imprisonment 
for various terme or detention in reformatory or industrial schools ; 
367,334 were fined, 2,937 were whipped, and 16,003 were ordered to find 
sureties. The summary convictions in 1880-81 exceeded those in 1879-80 
by 12,953. Taking the persons apprehended for indictable offences and 
those proceeded against. summarily as one class, they amount to a total of 
690,026, of which number 19,302 were known thieves, 22,759 prosti- 
tutes, 28,038 vagrants, tramps, &c., 44,805 suspicious characters, 36,988 
habitual drunkards, 317,961 had a previous good character, and 220,122 
are clacsed as characters unknown. 


APPEALS aGainst Justices’ Convictions. 


The number of appeals against the decisions of justices in summary 
proceedings in the year 1881 was 122. In 78 of these cases the convic- 
tion was affirmed, and in the remainder quashed. 


Coroners’ Returns, 


There were 27,466 inquests held in 1881 as against 26,588 in 1880. 
The verdict in 193 of these cases was murder, in 168 manslaughter, in 5 
justifiable homicide, in 1,918 suicide, in 11,404 accidental death, in 288 
injuries (causes unknown), in 2,953 found dead, in 15 execution, 
and in 10,522 the verdict was natural death, either from excessive 
drinking, disease aggravated by neglect, want, cold, exposure, and 
other causes. In 5,084 cases of death, on which inquests were held, the 
age is stated at under one year, and the total infants under seven on 
whom inquests were held was 8,331. The total costs of inquests in 1881 
was £88,229 Ils, 8d., giving an average cost of £3 43, 2d. for each 
inquest, or thirteenpence below the average of 1880. 





THE OPENING OF THE ROYAL COURTS 
OF JUSTICE. 


Tr has been arranged that the judges will assemble at Westminster on 
Monday morning, and breakfast with the Lord Chancellor at the House 
of Lords. The judges of the High Court of Justice will wear state robes 
of red and ermine. The iudges of the Court of Appeal will appear in 
their black and gold costumes. After breakfast the judges will drive 
to the Royal Courts of Justice up Parliament-street and by Chating- 
cross and the Strand. They will enter the Royal Courts by the Great 
Quadrangle, and will be set down at the door in the north-west angle, 
entering the Central Hall at the north end, and going in procession 
down the hall to receive her Majesty at the principal or southern 
doorway. Here the Prince of Wales, the Duke of Connaught, Prince 
Christian, the Duke of Cambridge, and the Duke of Teck will also meet 
her Majesty. The Duke of Edinburgh: will also be present if his health 
will permit, Her Majesty will arrive at twelve o'clock, and all those 
who are invited to be present are particularly requested to be in 
their places by eleven o'clock. Forensic and evening dress must 

worn, Her Majesty will alight at the Strand entrance of the 
Central Hall, and, after the key of the building has been handed to 
her, will be conducted through the hall to a dais at the northern end, 
where the Prince cf Waler, one of the Masters of the Bench of the 
Middle Temple, will present an address to her Majesty, and will be 
accompanicd to the dais by the treasurers of the four Inua of Court— 
the Inncr Temple, the Middle Temple, Lincoln’s-iun, and Gray’s-inn, 
An addrees from the Incorporated Law Society on behalf of solicitors will 
also be presented, and her Majesty will then declare the building open. 
It is understood that the proposal that her Majesty should pass 
through one or more of the courts before leaving the building has been 
abandoned, After declaring the courts open, the Queen will pass out 
by the north-eaet door of the Central Hall to the Great Quadrangle, 
the judges preceding her Majesty and forming two groups, one on each 
side of the Cocrway, while the address to her Majesty from workmen 








engaged in the building and fittings of the courts is present 
gallery will be erected at the entrance to the courts in the Great 
rangle, which will be placed at the disposal of the Inns of Court for 
accommodation of members of the bar who have not been able to 
admission to the Central Hall. The Queen will then d 
Strand by the large gateway at the south-west corner o 
rangle. Lieut.-Col. Bulwer, Q.C., M.P., commanding the Inns 
Rifles, has received an official notification that the regiment 
mitted to take part in the ceremonies attending the opening 
courts. A guard of honour, consisting of 100 men, will be stationed 
the entrance to the hall, and the remainder of the corps will line 
Great Quadrangle. 


etlre i 
Fea Picket, 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE REMUNERATION ORDER, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—TI should like to know your views upon the following points :— 

(1.) Would two or more tenants in common, who might, for conveni- 
ence, instruct the same solicitor to act for them in the sale of a property, 
be parties ‘‘ having distinct interests proper to be separately represented ". 
within the meaning of rule 4 to Schedule I, Part I ? 

(2.) The commission for deducing title, &c., includes “ the preparatioa 
of contract or conditions of sale, if any.” Now, supposing property to be 
sold by auction and a commission paid to the auctioneer, so that the 
solicitor’s commission for “ conducting” a sale by auction would not be 
payable, would the solicitor have to pay out of his commission for 
deducing title, the expense of printing copies of the conditions of sale, 
particulars, and plans? The whole are usually printed together, so that 
the charge for particulars and plans could hardly b2 separated from that 
for the conditions. Further, it is usual, besides printing the number of 
copies of the conditions which may be necessary for the contracts, to 
print many more for distribution amongst likely bidders, and to send to 
solicitors, &c., by way of advertisement. Even if it is the solicitor’s duty 
to provide enough copies for the contracts, it can hardly be his duty to 
pay for these extra copies. What course would it be proper to follow as 
to the expense of printing conditions, &c. ? Cc. 


[(1.) It is difficult to say what construction will be given to rule 4 in 
Schedule I. We can only say that it seems to us it would be wareason- 
able to hold that the case in question was not one in which there were 
distinct interests proper to be separately represented. 

(2.) The “ preparation of conditions of sale” does not seem to inclade 
the printing of them; and the disbursements to be allowed by rule 4 
include auctioneers’ charges. Would not the printing of the conditions 
of sale be included in these ?—Eb. S. J.] 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—I must ask to be allowed to say a few words in reply to your 
comments on my letter on the subject of the Remuneration Order, but I 
will make my remarks as short as possible. 

You must please consider my letter as simply expressing my indi- 
vidual views, as it was written on the spur of the moment and without 
consultation with anyone. At the same time, I must say that farther 
consideration of the subject, and a careful perusal of your article, hare 
in no way altered my views. 

Everyone must form his own opinion, according to his experience and 
the information at his command, as to the relative number of large and 
small cases falling under the operation of the Lands Clauses Act; bat, 
for my part, I cannot help thinking that, throughout the country at all 
events, small cases are most numerous, as railway i 


money value being frequently very small. 
You may be right in saying that, had no exception been made in the 
Order in respect of lauds clauses cases, a vendor's solicitor, if vigilant, 
cvuld have barred the operation of the scale in small cases by means 
a notice given to his client uader clause 6 of the Order; bat I do 
fecl by any means clear that the clanse ia question was intended 
would have been held to apply to a case where i 
parties were at stake, and [ feel pretty sure that 
would have struggled hard against such a construction 
However this may be, I think you are 
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posing that a solicitor giving the notice you refer te woald 

been in a better position than he will now be under the Order as it 
stands, ivasmuch as ruie 11 sim says that the voede shall not 
apply to cases under the Lands Clauses Act, and does uot im. any way 
bar the general operation of the Order with regu to them, so that 
iu these cases the vendor's solicitor will, I take it, be entitled to charge 
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Under these ciroumstances, I still venture te think that 
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68 
the council in the matter cannot, with any propriety, be henenine 
asa ; ° 
November 27. 


fOur correspondent last week admitted that in the case of large sales 
the ion from the scale of sales under the Lands Clauses Act may 
work adversely to the interests of the vendor's solicitor, but he contended 
that in small sales the remuneration afforded by the scale would be in- 
adequate. This week he seems to allow that we may be right in saying that, 
in éase the on had not been made, solicitors could have protected 
themselves from inadequate remuneration in the case of small sales, by 
electing, under rule 6, that their remuneration should be according to the 
present system as altered by Schedule II. We do not see how even a 
railway company could get over the express words of this rule 6, 
“In all cases to which the scale prescribed in Schedule I. hereto 
shall apply,” &c. The state of the controversy is, therefore, this: — 
It is admitted that in large sales it would have been to the interest 
of the vendor's solicitor tobe able to take his remuneration under 
the scale, and it can hardly be denied that in all cases in which it would 
not have been to the interest of the vendor's solicitor to take his remu- 
neration under the ecale he would have had an option to take it under 
Schedule II. Thereseeme, therefore, tobe no question that the exception 
from the scale of sales under the Lands Clauses Act is not for the interest of 
the vendor’s solicitor. But, by way of Parthian arrow, our able correspond- 
ent says that we were wrong in supposing that, as the Order stander, the 
remuneration in respect of sales-under the Lands Clauses Act will not 
be under Schedule II. As to this we think he is right, and that we 
took @ wrong view of the effect of the confused provisions of the Order 
in this respect. The matter stands thus:—Rule 2 (a) says that in 
respect of “sales completed ” the remuneration of the vendor's solicitor 
* is to be that prescribed in Part I. of Schedule I. of this Order, and to 
be subject to the regulations therein contained.” Rule.11 of Part I. 
provides simply that, “in cases of sales under the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, &c., the scale shall not apply,” not that Schedule II. 
shall apply. Then rule 2 (c) provides that “in respect of . . all 
other business the remuneration for which is not hereinbefore, or in 
Schedule I. hereto prescribed, the remuneration is to be regulated 
to the present system, as altered by Schedule II. hereto.” 

Although the remuveration for “sales completed” is “ prescribed,” it 
cannot, we think, reasonably be said that the remuneration for sales 
under the Lands Clauses Act completed, is “prescribed,” or that “ sales 
rr ” under that Act are not included in “ other business.”— 





THE OPTION TO CHOOSE YOUR JUDGE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I beg to thank “Q.C.” for his kindness in directing my attention 
to the working of “ Whiteside’s Act.” The practical outcome of that 
Act, as described by him, was deplorable. But it supports strongly the 
statement that the privilege of choosing his judge is a great advantage 
to the plaintiff. 

My acqusintance with solicitors practising in the Chancery Division, 
and with their clerks, gives me the right to doubt whether the adoption 
of the method of rotation in issuing chancery writs would, in our time, 
bring abont a practice similar to that described by “Q.0.” But if it 
did, the defendant would be in no worse position then than he is now. 
At present, the solicitor of the plaintiff can inflict this piece of injustice 
on the defendant as of right. In the future, he could only do it at a loss 
to his pocket, and by damaging his reputation. A Q0.’s CizRk. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Referring to “Q.C.’s”’ letter in your last issue, I should think 
that any such deliberate attempt to set at naught the arrangements of the 
court would find speedy repression on this side of St. George’s Channel. 

T agree with “Q.C.’s Clerk” that there is no sufficient reason why the 
Plaintiff should have the selection of his judge. That is a distinct and 
additional reason for the change in question. But it would also render 
transfers less frequently necessary. 

The “‘ influence” with which “Q.C.’s Clerk” indues solicitors I take 
to be a figment. I, at least, cannot credit myself with one particle of 
“influence” with any chief or other clerk. But chief clerks, not less 
than judges, may differ in age, &., &e. 8. 





WALSH +. LONSDALE, 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Bir,—Does not the ee 4 of the decision in Walsh v. Lonsdale apply 
to the cony of free estates as well as to the granting of leases? 
A evter into a written contract with B. for the purchase 

of in fee simple, and pay the price and obtain the title deeds, could 
he not, without taking an actual conveyance, maintain an action in the 


It is clear that he would be the equitable owner in fee simple, and it 
there are not two estates as there were formerly, inasmuch as there is 
only one court in which the equity rules prevail, what becomes of the 
legal (or common law) estate? Surely, to use the words of the Master 
of the Rolls, ‘‘ every branch of the court must give him the same 
rights.” B, T. 
November 23. 





SOLICITORS’ INDEMNITY, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Will you favour me by inserting the enclosed question, which 

has arisen in the course of my practice, and on which counsel are not 

agreed P 0. J. 
Nov. 28. 


“ A solicitor in practice—viz., A.—in conducting a prosecution for his 
client B., writes a letter to various persons:in B.’s interest, and on B.’s 
bebalf, for the purposes of. the prosecution, under the advice of B.'s 
counsel, and with B.’s approval. 0., the party who is being proseouted 
by B., sues the solicitor A. for libel—yiz., for writing the letter. A 
verdict is returned in favour. of A., with costs, which costs A. cannot 
recover from ©., who is worthless. Can A. recover in an action the costs 
against B. (his client) on an implied indemnity, and what authorities 
are there on the subject ?” iat 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Brit or Sate—RenewAt OF ReEGisTRaATION—AFFIDAVIT—STATEMENT 
oF ResipENcEs OF Parties—BiLts ov Save Act, 1878, s. 11—SHertvr— 
Costs.—In a case of Ex parte Webster, before the Court of Appeal on the 
23rd ult., a question arose upon section 11 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, 
which provides that “the registration of a bill of sale, whether executed 
before or after the commencement of this Act, must be renewed once at least 
every five years, and if a period of five years elapses from the registration or 
renewed registration of a bill of sale without a renewal or further renewal (as 
the case may be), the registration shall become void. The renewal of a 
registration shall be effected by filing with the registrar an affidavit. stating 
the date of the bill of sale and of the last registration thereof, and the names, 
residences, and occupations of the parties thereto, as stated therein, and that 
the bill of sale is.still a subsisting security.” Andin a schedule to the. Act is 
given a form of affidavit in accordance with the requirements of section 11. 
In the present case a bill of sale, by way of mortgage, was executed on the 
25tb of May, 1876, and it was registered on the following day. In the deed 
the grantee was described as of “*Boldock, in the county of Hereford, 
spinster.” This was a mistake, her real residence being at “ Baldock, in the 
county of Hertford.” On the 18th of May, 1881, the bill of sale was re- 
registered, and the affidavit filed on the re-registration stated the residence 
of the tee as “ Baldock, in the county of Hertford,” instead of stating 
it as it had been stated (though erroneously) in the deed. The goods com- 
prised in the deed were afterwards seized by the sheriff under an execution 
iseued by a creditor of the grantor in respect of some costs awarded by an 
order of the Court of Bankruptcy. The goods were claimed by the grantee 
under the bill of sale, and the shériff took proceedings in interpleader in 
the Court of Bankruptcy. The registrar held that the affidavit filed on the 
re-registration did not comply with the requirements of section 11, and that 
the registration was consequently void, and the execution creditor was 
entitled to the goods, This decision was aflirmed by the Court of 
(Jxssex, M.R., and Corron and Bowen, L.JJ.). It was urged on behalf of the 
appellant that neither the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, nor the Act of 1878 

aired the residence of the tee-to be stated on the original registration, 

that, the object of the nage being to protect the creditors of the 
tor, the statement of the grantee’s residence was wholly immaterial, 

oreover, in many cases the court had held that a strictly literal 
compliance with the requirements of the Acts was unn in im 
matters. The purpose of re-registration was merely to show the bill of 
sale was still a subsisting security, and the main object of the affidavit was 
to identify it. Jessxt, M.R., said that it was a vory hard case, and, if it 
was possible to construe the Act in the appellant's favour, he should be very 
much inclined to do so. But the province of a judge was to find out 
meaning of an Act, without regard to the question whether, in the 
case, it would produce a result which he might think contrary to 
tion of the Legislature, The words of section 11 were very plain. 
that the renewal of the registration was to be eflected by doing certain 
and, if those things were not done, his lordship thought that there 
re-registration. For some reason or other, he’ was quite unable to say 
was, the Legislature bad required that the affidavit should state the 
residences, and occupations of the parties ‘‘as stated therein” 
bill of sale. And the form of affidavit given in the schedule did not in an 
way cut down the enacting part, Here the residency of the ecu 
in the bill of sale, was “ Boldock, in the county of / ” and that, 
eager i, sateen At, eae we been stated in the vit. 
affidavit might have said, if it was desired to 
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could not be said that the residence of the grantee was stated in the affidavit 
as it was stated in the bill of sale. His lo:dsbip regretted to have to come 
to this conclusion, but he was bound to do ‘sc. Cotrron, L.J., said thst the 
question was whether the provisions of the Act bad been complied with, not 
whether injustice would be caused. If it would, it was for the Legislature to 
setitiight. If the effidavit bad merely corrected the mis-srelling of a name, 
it would bave been a very different matter. Bot here it could not be said that 
the residences, as stated in the bill of eale and in the affidavit, were in sub- 
stance the same. There was a substantial difference between them, Bowen, 
L.J., concurred. é 

A question also srose as to the sheriff's costs of the appeal, The registrar's 
order directed that the sheriff's costa of the hearing before him should be paid 
by the bill of sale holder. The no‘ice of appeal, which was served on the 
theriff, asked that his costs might be paid by the execution creditor instead of 
by the bill cf sale bolder. ‘The sheriff appeared on the hearing of the appeal 
by counsel, who took no part in the argument, but only asked for the sheriff’s 
costs of the appeal. The court declined to allow the sheriff any costs of the 
appeal. JEssEL, M.R., said that the sheriff should not have appeared on the ap- 
peal. It was not suggested that the executior creditor would not be just as well 
able as the bill of sale holder to pay the sherifi’s ecsts of the original hearing. 
There was not the slightest pretence for the sheriff appesring on the appeal. 
His lordsbip very much disapproved the practice of counsel appearing simply 
to ask for costs when they no part in the argument. It was.an error to 
serve the sheriff with a forme] notice of t'e appeal ; a mere notice shonld 
have been given to him.—Soricitors, J, E. S. King; Smiles & Co.; W. 
Maynard, 





Proor 1s Bankruptcy — INTEREST ACCRUING DUE AFTER FILine OF 
PztTit1ioN—Morteace To Buitpinc Society—BanKkevurtcy Routes, 1870, 
Rk, 77.—In @ case of Ex parte Bath, before the Court of Appeal on the 23rd 
ult,, a question arose as to the procf in a liquidation of moneys due under 4 
mortgage by the*debtor to a building society. The mortgage was giver to 
secure'the payment to the society of £1,200 advanced by them to the debtor, 
£144 for premium or commission for the advance (making together £1,344), 
together with interest from the date of the deed at the rate of five per cont. 
per annum on so much of the £1,344 as should from time to time remain 
unpaid; and. the mortgagor sgreed to pay these sums to the society by 
monthly payments of £12 12s. fn each month throughont a term of twelve 

ears, and he further agreed that every monthly payment should, when made, 
applied—first, in or towards satisfaction of «0 much interest as should be 
due at the time of such payment being made; recondly, in or towards pay- 
ment of the premium of £144 until the whole thereof should te discharged ; 
and, lastly, towards payment \of the £1,200 advanced, And the mortgagor 
covenanted to pay the £12 123. p r month accordingly. Two years after the 
execution of the mortgage the mortgagor filed a liquidation petition, and the 
society claimed to prove sgainst the estate for the total amount of the monthly 
instalments which remained due undor the deed (after deducting the value of 
their security) ing-that, under rule 77 of 1870, the amount could be proved 
as a debt not payable when the debtor committed an act of bankruptcy, though 
when a dividend came to be paid a rebate of interest must be allowed. The 
trustee rejected so much of the proof as was claimed in respect of interest payable 
uoder the mortgage — to the date of the institution of the liquidation 
proceedings, on the that, such interest accruing due after the institu- 
tion of the. was not a debt capable of being claimed as a 
principal debt. The judge of the county court affirmed the decision 
of the trustee, but Bacon, O.J., held that the proof must be admitted for 
the fallamonnt. The Court of Appeal (JzsseL, M.R., and Corron and Bowen, 
restored that of the county court judge. 
It was urged that the covenant was to my each of the monthly instelments 
as a lump-sum, and that the court could not distioguish between principal 
and interest. . JEss R., said that, on the face of the deed itself, the 
monthly instalments were made up of interest, pen. and principal, and, 
that being so, the rule was that a creditcr conld not prove in bankruptcy for 
interest accroing due after the date of tte petition. It was suid that the fact 
that the principal and interest were lum together (though it was stated 
how the Jump sum was made up) made some difference. His lordship could 
not follow the argument. The Court of Bankruptcy was a court of equity, 
and regarded the substance. Whether the arithmetic was or was not done on 
the face of the instrument could make no difference. For the purposes of 
bankraptcy bis lordship thought that a covenant to pay £1,050, of which £1,000 
was stated to be for principal and £50 for interest, was the same thing as a 
covenant to pay £1,000 p incipal and £50 interest. Corton, L.J., said that 
it. was a well-established rule in bankzuptey that there could be no proof in 
respect of interest accruing due after the date of the bankruptcy until after 
the other debts bad: been paid in full, In the present case the very form. of 
the deed showed that the snm for which it was sought to prove was in part 
made up of interest acorniog due after the date of the bankruptoy.\ It was 
said that this was a purchase by the society of a terminable annvity. In his 
lordship’s opinion, if. that was so, and part of the annuity was shown to be 
really interest, the proof could not be admitted for that part. Bat here the 
deed itself showed that, though an egate payment was fixed for each 
month, the amount was in part com of interest on the advance. , Bowsn, 
L.J., concurred.—Soxicirors, H. Rumney; H, G. Wright, 





Srarotse—InTERPRetation—“ Taxinc’’ Lanp—Msrroronitan Street 
IuvaoveMENts Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vicor, 0, 285), 8. 383—Laxns CLauses 
Consouipation Act, 1845.—On the 24th ult,, the Court of Appeal (Jasszt, 
a ea! —" and Bowan, L.JJ.) reversed the decision. (noted, ante, 
Pp. tty 
Works, though Uotion, L.J., dissented from the conclasion of the majority 
and agreed with Ohitty, + The question arose <a ew etalon of 


+» in the case of Spencer vy. The Metropotitan Board of 





section 33 of the Metropolitan Improvements Act, 1877. bp tgyo gee bcord 
reciting that the meking of the street improvements in the 
to would involve the removal of many houses occupied by the labouring 
classes, and that it was expedient to provide accommodation for the persons 
who would be thus displaced, evasts that the Board shall from time to 
time acquire or appropriate certain specified Jands, and sell or let the same 
upon building lease Sia the purpose of the erection of suitable dwelling- 
houses or lodging-houses for persons of the labouring classes, provided 
always that before the Board shell, withont the consent of one 
Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State, take for the purposes of 
(i.e, the widening and making of streets in the metropolis) fifteen houses 
or more, occupied at the time of the passing of the Act, either wholly or 
partially, by persons belonging to the labouring classes aa 
the Board shall prove to the satisfaction of anch Secretary of State that 
sofficient accommodation in suitable dwellings has been provided elsewhere 
upon the land specified; provided further, that one of 
principal Secretaries of State may, if he think 
the Roost has acquired any of the eee i 
the obligations imposed upon them with respect 
provided that the Board substitate in lien thereof other 
available for the purpose. The 
. treat for sixty-three houses in * pees ~ 
longing to him, and required by Board purpose making a 
new street from Piocadilly-cirens to New Oxford-street. The plaintiff sent 
in his claim for compensation, accompanied by 9 notice that. it. was 
delivered without prejadice to sll questions whether the Board were 
entitled to exerciss tteir compulsory powers withou$ having 
a with the 33rd_ section ie the Act of 1877. ng 
subsequently served the plaintiff with notice of summoning a j assess 
the : anaemia pot tanenar It was admitted by the Board 
nearly all the houses in question were occupied by persona of the labouring 
clase, and that the Board had not obtained the requisite consent of 
tary of State, nor as yet provided the accommodation for the persons. of 
labouring classes who had been displaced. plaintiff claimed an. injanc- 
tion to restrain the Board from acting upon the notice to treat until the. pro- 
viso in the 33rd section should have been complied with, The contention of 
the Board was that the word ‘‘ take” in the 33rd section was 
meaning ‘‘ take ion of,” and that it would be absurd to suppose. that 
the intention of the Legislature was to impose upon the Board the expense 
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and obligation of providing dwelling-houses for the persons to be. displaced st 
a long time antecedent to-their displacement. The powers of the Board for 
the compulsory purchase or taking of lands will expire seven yests after the 
date of the Act. The Lands Clauses Act is incorporated with the special 
Act. Chitty, J., held that the word “take,” as used in the section, 
included “ purchare,” and that the interests of the labouring classes. would 


i 
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be better protected by this construction than by 
ingly granted the injunction. Jzssey, M.R, said 

person responsible for the Act had taken a deal o 
purpose of raising a very difficult question, all of whi 
saved by the adoption of appropriate words i i 
have been easier than to have said that the Board “ 
and “shall not exercise the powers of compulsory 
the meaning. The question was one of very great 
his lordship had arrived at a conclusion, he could not help 

one of those cases in which he could not say that those who 
view which he himself took were not right. In order to construe 
rightly, you must first find out the meaning from the words 
itself. If that could not be done, he agreed with Chitty, J. 
mast be considered as having been used throughout ct 
same sense, The object of the ‘section, as recited, was to make 
the accommodation of such of the labouring classes as would be 
the removal of houses which was involved in the street 

authorized by the Act—that is to say, the labouring class 
tected, and not the individuals actually disturbed. If the Board 
the houses, equivalent accommodation must be provided. That 
and that was the object of the section. How, was 
carried out ? No time was fixed, but the Board were 
time—that is to say, within a reasonable time—to acquire 
were to be sold or let on building leases for the erection of 
for the labouring classes, equivalent to those rie they 
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placed, Therefore, having acquired land for 
three years within ‘which te let or sell it for providing accom: 
modation. The words of the proviso simply prohibited the Board from 
“taking” until they had satisfied the Secretary of State that suitable 
equivalent dwellings had been 

pew prohibited them from ue the eee towards execating 
their com powers—d ¢,, ; ng to take.” Those 
pets cy acs SF pag oh icp} pa sony 

ence between taking the land 
word “take” might be read in two sensee—iec., “taking actual possession, 
or * acquiring a title to” —that is to say, ‘ i 
laut vgobe bee vo incorporated | i At 

rule, it was in the latter sense—ie, “acqui a 

there was nothing in the word “take” "ohivh wid thet the Beard dheald not 
take all necessary steps to acquire title, At oy Merge he 

prohibition in the Act as ars tS 


letion of title, They were av the Act, to take 
ands for the purposes of the improvements in the 
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that the Board were 10; authorized to tuke, because they could not complete 
their title at that moment, It did not appear to his lordship thas the exist- 
ence of the conditioa precedent to entering upon and usinz pevented the 
lands fron being eccurately described as. lands which the Bosrl were 
authorized to take und_r the special Act. It must be borne in mi:d that it 
wss not, as in the case of a railway company, a voluntary taking. It wa: 
made compulsory upon this public body to acquire the lind and get there 
houees built, They had no option in the matter. That seem2d to show 
that the Legislature could not have considered that they were bound to go 
on with all these steps at the same time. There was, he entertained np 
doubt, a mode of compelling them to fulfil the obligations imposed by the 
Legislature. But, independently of that consid:ration, it must b» borne in 
mind that, the Board being ordered to carry out certain works by the Lrgis- 
lature, it could not be supposed that the Legislature entertained the idea that 
they would refuse to obey the enactment. That being so, he thought it to 
be a very strong thing t> say that they were not authorized to taka the 
and by the special Act, because they were ordered to do something e'se 
which they must do before they actually entered on it. Moreover, if the con- 
struction of the plaintiff was correct, not only must Jand be scqnired and 
then sold or let upon building leases, but houses for the working clases 
must be built upon such land, and all this before the Board could take the 
land required for the street improvements. To accomplish all these objects, 
three years would be avery moderate space of time. The proviso seemed to 
him to have been inserted for the protection of the workiog c'as-e:, and 
not to enable the householders to protect them; and, moreover, power 
was given to the Secretary of State to dispense with the conditions. 
Corrox, L.J., was of opinion that the Board, before they could put in force 
their compulsory powers, were bound by the provisions of the Act to provide 
cquivalent accommodation for the labouring classes who were displaced by 
the street improvements which were authorized to be effected. Everyone 
unwilling to sell was entitled to come to this court and say that he was rot 
to be compelled to part with his land until the public body seeking to 
acquire it had complied with tbe epecitic requirements of their Act. Uatil 
the consent of the Secretary of State bad been obtained the land could not 
be used for the parpose of the improvements authorized by the Act, and 
that consent could not be given until adequate accommodation for the dis- 
placed labouring claeses had been provided elsewhere to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of State. Conld it be said that the Board was now authorizd 
to take these lands when they were not as yet authorized to use 
them? In hia opinion the provision of accommodation was a condition 
precedent before the land could be taken. It had not been performed, 
and the landlord was accsrdingly entitled to restrain the Board from 
exercising their compulsory powers of takiog the land un:il they were in a 
position to use the land for the purposes of the Act, As to the suggestion 
that inconvenience might arise from placing this construction upon the 
Act, it was to be observed that power was given by the Act to the Secretary 
of State torelieve the Board from their obligations in this respect if it 
could be shown that they bad bzen unable to obtain the necessary accom- 
modatiop. And ia such a case Parliament would, if applied to, probably 
give them an extension of time. Powen, L J., agreed with the Master of 
the Rolls.—So.icitors, 2. Ward ; R. H. Veal. 


Praxcaise oy ManketT—Recuration sy Statute—ExTINGUISHMENT OF 
Franxcuise.—In a case of The Corporation of Manchester v. Lyons, before the 
Court of Appzal on the 27th ult., the question arose whether the regulation 
or alteration by statute of an ancient franchice of market had the effect of 
extingnisLiog the franchise and leaving the owner nothing but his statatory 
right, Tce court (Jesse:, M.B., and Corton and Bowen, L.JJ.) held that 
this was the effec: of the statute, Jzsser, M.R., said that the law on this 
point was correcily stated by the Vice-Caancellor Little ina caao of The 
Corporatim of Manchester vy. Peverley, thus—“If, after such a grant had 
been made by the Crown, the three estates which conjoiatly constitute 
Parliament step in, whether on the solicitation of the grantes or otherwise, 
and by their joint act create the same rights, or larger or different rights 
of the same nature and character, in favour of the grantee, it seems to me 
that, of necessity, these parliamentary righte, emanating as they do from a 
paremouct authority, must supersede those which the grantee was previoasly 
holding from the Crown slone, and that, after the passing of such an Act, 
there can be no continuing tenure by the grantee under bis original title, 
nor & continuance of his prior accountability on foot thereof to the Crown.’’ 
—Sorictions, R Freer Austin; Pritchard, Englefield, & Co. 


Buz oy Excuasce—Materiat Atresation avtzer Accerrance— 
Neosticesce oy Acccrroe—Esrorret.—In « cue of the Adelphi Bark v. 
Ehwards (me of three ac ions agsinst the same def-ndant arising ont of a 
similar state of fact), before the Court of Appeal, at Westmics'er, on the 
24th and 25th wit, a question arose in an section by indorsee against acceptor 
as to whether ac acceptor is liable to an indorsee on a bill which had teen 
materi dy altered a’ter acceptance. The bi/l sued on purported t» bea bill 
of exchange at fou months fr £222 21, dated August 4, 1881, drawn by 
Koigit & Cv. upon, and accepted by, the defendant, ani indorsed to the 
pleintffs for value. The de‘ence was a 4: vial of indorsoment to the pisintifis, 
wnd that there was any consizeration for the bill or for the indorsement, buat 
that the bi'l by the defendant was fur £22 2+., drawn to the order 
of Joen Knight & Co,, and that after it was socept-d and issued it was made 
vod by being a, altered by the insertion of the words ‘two 
bandred and” be‘ore words “twenty-two,” and of the figure ‘'2” 
before the figures “22,’ On behalf of the plaintiffs, it was contended 
that the bill was accepted by the defendant in blank, and that the 
érawer was suthorized by the defendant to fill it up for avy amount 





covere|” by the stamp; tiat it was drawn on a stamp _ conring 
be'ween £200 and £300, anl that it wa: so drawn as to lea‘e spac s 
for insertions whereby the dra ver was caused to inse:t additions and enabied 
to negoti te te bill as a trade b‘ll for the amount for which it now appear-d 
to be drawn and accepted; thit in any event the d:fendant was guilty of gros 
negligence in accepting tte bill in an unusual and suspicious manner, en | that 
he was estopped by such gress n-g'igence from denying his acceptance of tre 
bill in its alte-ed state. Chi:y, J., gave jadgment for the defendant, on the 
ground that trere was no negligence on his part in accepting the bill xs 
originally drawn, ani the plaintiffs now appealed. The Cout of A peal 
(Bagcattay, Brertr. and Linney, L.JJ.) dismissed the appea!. BaceaLtay, 
L.J., said to hold there was negligence on the part of the acceptor would bs 
to oblige a man, before accepting a bill, to consider the possibility of fraud by 
the drawer. Tes iog the present case by the rule laid down by Bla:kburo, ./., 
in Swann v. North British Australian Company (11 W. R. 862, 2 H. & C, 175), 
it was impossible to say that there was negligence in the defendant such as 
to work an estoppel agaiast him. Brerr and Linpiery, L.JJ., deliver d judg. 
ment to the same effe t.—Sontcitors, Brook & Chapman, for Goffey & North, 
Liverpool; Lawrence § Toulmin, Liverpool. 


Pook RaTtE—RATEABLR HeReDITAMeNTs—BookstTatts ON A RATLWaY 
PraTrorm—Exctusive OccupaTion—LiceNnce or Demise.—In a case of 
Messrs. W. H. Smith § Son v. Lambeth Assessment Committee, before the 
Court of Appeal, at Westminster, on the 23rd alt., a question was raised as 
to the liability of Messre. Smith to be rated in respec’ of bookstalls erec'ed 
by them on the platforms of the London and S >ath-Western Railway Com- 
pany at Waterloo Station. It appeared that by an indenture executed in 
April, 1872, the sole and exclasive licence and privilege to sell books, 
newspapers, &o,, aod for that purpose to erect, subject to the 
approval of the company’s engineer, bookstands on their platforms, 
was granted by the company to Messre. Smith for a period of spven 
years. Messrs. Smith were to pay a monthly rent, recoverable by distress, 
and their employés were to have fall and free ingress and egress at all 
reasonable times to and from the several stations for the purposes 
of the grant; they were, however, to be under the control of the 
stationmaster, and liable to immediate removal from the station in cise of 
misconduct, Messrs. Smith erected bookstands upon four several platforms at 
Waterloo Station ; these were closed with shutters at night and locked up 
with keys, which were kept by Messr-, Snith’s employés. Some stalls: were 
fixed t> the platform and walls, othera rested by their own weight on the 
plat‘orm. The question baving been raised by special case, Field and Cave, 
JJ., held that Messrs. Smith had ‘‘no exclusive occapation’’ (L. B.9Q. B. 
D. 535) of any portion of the platforms so as to reader them liable to be ra‘ed 
in respect of their bookstalls. Ths Assessment Committee appealed. Tho 
Court of Appeal (Bagcattay, Brerr, and Linnie, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal, Baceoatray, L.J., said the deed of Apri!, 1872, showed no intntion 
on the part of the company t9 create a tenancy, nor did the company part 
with exclusive possession of any part of their premises. Brett, L.J., said ‘it 
had been shown that Messrs, Swnith could only use the stalls at particular 
times and for particular purposes, Tbe company had never parted with their 
exclusive occapation to such an extent as to create ademise. The circum- 
stances showed that there was nothing more than alicence to sell, &c., with 
leave to keep certain articles cn the platform. Linptry, L.J., wasof the 
same opivion.—So.icitors, Harvey, Oliver, & Capron; G. W. Barnard. 
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Trustez Rewer Acr—Disrenstnc witu Notice or Payment into Court 
—ConsoLIDATED Orpers oF Court or CHANCERY, ORD, 41, R. 4—CHANCERY 
Funxps (AMENDED) Orpers, 1874, R. 5.—In a case of In re Whitaker, before 
Fry, J., on the 24th alt., the question arose whether the court sbould dispense 
with the notice which, by rule 4 of order 41 of the Consolidated Orders of the 
Court of Chancery, and rule 5 of the Chancery Funds (Amended) Orders, 
1874, is required to be given by a trustee, who pays or transfers a fund ints 
court under the Trustee Relief Act, ‘‘to the several persous named in his 
affidavit as interested in or entitled to the fund.” A testatrix, who died in 
Jane, 1875, gave balf the residue of her estate to her son G., who was then. 
absent from Englind, ani directed that, if be should not return ‘within saven 
y‘ars from the time of her death, his share should be equal'y divided bstween 
W.and C. In August, 1882, the ex-cutor transferred a sum of cons»ls into 
court, a8 representing a moiety of the residue, Ia the affidavit which he 
made, prior to making the transfer, he stated that the last he Lad heard of 
G. wasin the year 1878 as being in Avstralia, and that he did not know 
whether he wes alive or dead, nor whether he had returned to Englin{ or not. 
And he stated that be believed G., W., and C. to be the only persons interested 
in the fand, W. and 0, then petitioned for the tranefer of the fund to them, 
and evidence was adduced that nothing had been heard of G. by his family 
since a letter which he wrote in April, 1878, to the trustee from Ausrralia ; 
that the trustee then wrote twice to G. to the address which be hai given, 
t-lling him that, unless he returned to England, he would forfeit bis interest 
under bis mother’s will, and that both letters were returned thr. ugh the Dead 
Letter Office ; that in 1879 the trustee ciused inquiries to be mide for G. at 
the place in Anstrslia from which he had written in 1878, but without any 
result, and that in 1830 and 1881 the trustee had caused adv r.isements, asking 
G. to apply to him, to be published in various Australian newspazers, but no 
reply hid teen received from him. Under thess circumstances the court was 
asked to dispense with notice to G, of the transfer of the fund into court, and 
t» transfer it to the petitioners, And the case of Jn ré Hansford (7 W. B. 
199, 254) was relied upon. Fux, J., held that the no'ico might be dispensed 
with, end ordered the transfer of the fund as askked.—Soxicitons, Briggs, 
Vaughan, § Briggs, 
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1862, s. 165 - L:quipation—Costs,—In a caie of In re The Wedgword Coal 
and Iron Company, before Fry, J., 00 the 25th ult., a question arose as to 
the liability of the directors of a compiny jin 1 q:idation ia respect of ao 
alleged misfeaeance. In 1861 Viscount Sidmouth granted a leas of a mine 
to H, H. Wil'iamson for forty years, subject to a condi ion against assign- 
ing without the licence of the lessor. In Jaly, 1871, Williamson's execu- 
tors, with the consent of Lord Sidmouth, agreed with one Baddeley to 
grant an onderlease to him subject to the same provisions as were con- 
tained ia the superior lease. Williamson's interest in the property, »ubjzct 
to this agreement, became vested in a company called the C.atterley 
Company, and Baddeley’s interest was assigned to one Anderson, who 
agreed to assign it to the Wedgwood Company, of which he afterwards 
became the managing director. Litigation took place as to whether the 
underlease ought to contain a proviso against assignment withoat the 
coneent of Lord S dmouth, or only against assignment without the consent 
of the Chatterley Company. It was altimately decided in favour of the 
latter alternative, and consequently that the Chatterley Company had a 
right to veto the assigament to the Wedgwood Company. Arrangements 
were made by the directors of the Wedgwood Company to compro niss the 
claim of the Chatterley Company to eject them by the payment of £5,400 to 
the latter company for their licence to assign the underlease to the Wedg- 
wood Company, and the £5,400 was paid azcordingly. The money was 
lent to the Wedgwood Conpany by Anders:n on the security of soma 
debentures of that company, be himself borrowing it from another person. 
The Wedgwood Conpany being in liquidation, the liquidator took ont a 
summons, under rection 165, against seven of the former dire -tore, asking 
that they should be ordered to make good the £5,400, on the ground that 
Anderson was really liable to procure the licence of the Chatterley Com- 
pany, and that the directors ought to have compelled him to pay it, and 
were guilty of & misfeasance in not doing so. Fay, J., said that this was a 
non-feasance on the part of the directors, not a misfeasance, and that 
section 165 did not apply to a mere non-feasance, At the time of the 
compromise the’ Wedgwood Company was in an excsedingly difficalt posi- 
tion, They were in the hands of a rival company, who might have teen 
able to eject them, They exercised a wise discretion in agreeing with the'r 
adversary while still in the way; on the other hand, to have taken hostile 
steps against Anderson, their chairman, and pressed their extreme rights 
against him, would probably have wrecked the negotiation. From the 
evidence it was clear that Anderson was himself at that time in an 
extremely critical financial position ; that to have preased him to pay 
witbout the secarity of the debentares for the money received would have 
rendered’ it impossib'e to raise tho money, and to have ref{a3ed to give him 
the debentares in exchange for the money would have been dishonest. The 
summons was accordingly dismissed, with costs against the liquidator 
peraoually.—Soxicitors, C. Harcourt ; Brook § Chapmin; Venn § Co. 





Practice—Morteacor AND MortcaAcee—JuoGMentT For Furecto3surE 
AB oLure—Wnrit or Possession —AcTION FoR Recovery oF Lann —ACTION 
FR Possession oF Lanp—Rutes or Court, 1875, orp. 17, rn. 2; orp. 42, 
n, 8—Jupicature Acr, 1873, s. 24, sus section 3.—In the case of Wood 
v. Wheater, before Chitty, J., on the 24:h ult., a motion was made by the 
plaintiff, under ord. 42, r. 3, for a writ of possession. The plaintill was a 
wortgagee who, in an ordinary action for foreclosure, hrought against the 
mortgagor in poese-sion, had obtained an order absolate. The defendant 
refused to deliver up possession: It was contended that since the decision 
of Lord Selborne in Heath v, Pugh (29 W. R. 904, L. R. 6 Q. B. D. 345), it mast 
be held that an action for recovery of lind was an action for the recovery of 
possession of land (Harlock v, Ashbery, 30 W..R. 327, L. R. 19 Ch. D. 538, 

















per M.R., p. 540). Curry, J., said_a foreclosure action, although held to | 
bean action for the recovery o! land, was not an action for the recovery of 
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ivantageous course in every foreclosure action 
id a claim f —a simple foreclosare jadgment only barring the 
uity of redemption. To acce Teation wou to 
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an ancillary jajgment cn motior. The motion woald be dismissed. 
Coats to be costs in the action. Tse plaintiff then asked for leave to amend 
or for relief under tha Judieature Act, 1873, », 24, sub-section 3. Bis 
aga said he was unable to help the plaintiff.—Soricrrors, Rivsdale < 





Pr ctice—Discovery—Action For Recovery or Lano pr Liat 
Trrne—Arripavit oF Documents—Rvutes of Court, 1875, orp. 31, RR. 
12, 18.—In the case of Daniel v. Ford, Lefore Chitty, J., on the 25th 
ult., awolion wes made by the defendants to discharge an order made ia 
Chambers for an effidavit of documents. The order in question had been 
obtained by the plaintiff in an action, in the nature of an action of ejectment, 
whoclaimed to be the representative of an heirat-law amd trac d his title 
through seve al wills, ~The statement of claim ¢ontained no reference what- 
ever to any documonts of title except the wills, Cnurry, J., said that the 
question was whether in an action which would hive teen before the Jadica- 


tare Act an action of ejectment at common law, the plaintiff was entitled as | 


& mattor of ccurae to an order for an affidavit of documents, When the 
Matter wis ia chambers the case of The Now British Mutual Investment 
Company v. Pred (26 W. R. 354, L. R38 C. PL OD, 196) was cited by the 
Plaintiff, and followed, Toe recent deo'sion of Lyell y, Kennedy (80 W. RB. 
498, L. R, 20 Ch, D, 484) had, however, laid down a clear principle which 


governed the case—viz., that a plaictiff in an action in the nature 
of an ejectment acti, cliiming by a purely legal title, could not 
ad ninister to the defendant a sinzle i.terroga‘ory on his title unless such 
plaintiff would have bef.re the J si ature Act been ab’e to proceed by bill 
of discovery in aid of his scton. W ies ord. 31, rr. 12, 13, were reid, it was 
apparent that the admicistering of interrogatories and the inspection of dozu- 
ments were two branches of the same head of procedare, bt that to make an 
order for an affidavit of cocuments was placed in ths discretion of the jn ize. 
If interrogatories in this kiod of action were not allowed with respect t» tLe 
deendant’s title, an affiJavit of docum-nts which related to that title was 
eqaally improper. Te order must te dismissed. Tse costs would be costs in 
the action.—Soticitors, Drue>, Jackson, & Altlez ; Merediths, Roberts, & 
Mitls, for Osborne, Ward, Vassall, & Co., Bri-t.1. 


Arracument— Deravttine Trcesree—Desrons Act, 1869, s. 4.—Ia the 
case of Brailsford v. Brailsford, b«fo-e Chitty, J., on the 23:d ult., a moton 
was made t> di-charge a clergyman a2z01 for:y-five, who bad been attwhed 
for disob:dience to an orJer directing him to pay isto court sums representing 
trust funds which ha! come into bis bands as executor of his brother's will. 
and heen misappropriated. The whole sam misapplied by the prisoner was 
£1,223. With part of this he had eff-c'ed policies on his o vn life ; these be 
charged for their fall value, and the mony so procured was not forthcoming. 
The motion was oppose’. Cuitry, J., declined to discharge the prisoner. 
The case of Morris v. Ing:am (28 W. R. 434, L. R. 13 Ca. D. 338), clearly 
showed that the Dsbtors Act, 1869, s. 4, was simei at and meant for the 
punishment of ye sons like the prisoner, who had committed an offence 
aoalogons to that of a clerk who had enbezzled his master’s money. The fact 
that the priscner had had more advantages than a clerk aggravated the offen-e. 
Iuprisonment for twelve weeks wouli have been too light a sentence for the 
clerk's offence, end could not be thought too much for the offence committ-d 
by the pri-ocer.—Soxicirors, Chester § Co. 





NatioNaLiry—Atien—Witt—Reat Estate 1x Excraxp—Cuiip Born 
ABROAD Or GRANDCHILD OF BritisH Supsect—7 Anng, c. 5—4 Geo. 2, 
c. 21—13 Geo. 3, c. 21I—Nartvuratization Act, 1870.—In a case of De 
Geer v. Stone, ia which Kay, J. (acting for Fry, J.), gave judgment on the 
15th ult,, a question ar. s2‘es to the validity of a will of r2al estete in Eag- 
lend, it beisg alleged by the Crown that the testator was an alien. The 
test -tor was tora in Holland, and died in Belgium in 1840. At the time of 
his death he was domiciled in England. His great grandfather was 2 natural- 
born British subject. He married in Holland a Datch lady, aid by ber he 
had a son, the te-tato.’s grandfather, who was born in Holland ia 1696, and 
died in 1745. The granafather married a Dutch lady, and by her he had a 
son, the testator’s father, who was born in Hollami in Mry, 1744, and died 
in Sep*ember, 1782 Tue father marrie! in Holland in 1772 a Davch lady, 
by whon hs: bad a son, the testa’or, who was born, as already stafei, in 
Holland. The great grandfather was colonel of a regiment of Briti-h troops, 
which in 1691 was dispatched by William LIL to take part ia the war whic, 
between that date and the year 1697, was cootinually raging 
Britain and her alli s against France. This regimeat was part of a brigade 
known as the Scotch Brigade. In 1696 this regiment was om the establish- 


: 





ment of the Eaglish Army, but there was no trace of its being after the 
year 1697 ‘Tue gr.nifat:er become an offi-er ia this regim nt, which, after 
it cersed to be o2 the cstablishment of the Eaglisi: Army, continued in 
Folland, ia the p.y, so far as appeared, of the States General. The 

father became au officer in another regiment of the same Srigade. In 175 

| the Act 29 Geo. 2, ¢. 17, enacted that if any of his Majesty’s sabj-cts shoal’, 
from and after June 24, 1756, accept a commission in the Scotch Brigade, 
should subseribs the oaths of allegiance ani abjuration. 
father did this on receiviog a commis-ioa ia the bigade. By the Act 
Edw. 3, stat. 1, it is emveted that ‘‘ ail children inheritors which from 
forth shall be born without the ligiance of the King, wlo-e fathers at 
time of their birth shall be at the faith and ligiance ef the King of 
shall have and enjoy the same benefits and advantages, to bave and t 
inheritance within the same ligiance as the other inheritors aforesaid (i 
children of the King bora abroad, who, the Act declared, were extuled to 
inheti ) ia time ta come, so always that the mothers of such children do pas; 
the sea by the licence and will of their husbinds.” By the Act 7 Anne, c. 
5 (passed in 1708), it was emactrd that “the childrea of all nuteral-born 
subjects burn out of tha ligeance of her Majesty, her heirs ani 
successors, shall be deemed, adjedicated, ani taken to 
born subj cts of this kingdom to all intents, constructions, 
poses whatsoever.” By ths Act 4 Geo. 2, c. 21 (passed im 1 
this enactment ea: explained to ieclade children bora, er to b> 
| of fathers who, by common law, were patural-born subjects. By the 
| Geo. 3, c. 21 (passed in 1772), it is provided that ali persons bara, 
| born, out of the ligeance, who e fathers were, by the Act of Ameer 
| the rights of nstural born subjects, “shsll and may be adjadged and 
| be natural-bora subjects of the Crown of Great Britaia te all i 
stractioas, and perposes wha'soever, as if they or be had been or were 
the kingdom.” Tne testator had ral estae ia England, and 
dispose of it by h's will. The Crown alleg d that he was analien, 
| fore, the real estate belonged te the Crown. Qa behalf 
bore statates = declaratory of 
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| devisees it was conteaded that the 
| cxmmoft law of Eagland, and that by the commen law the 
| nataral-bora Bricish sudject, though bora abroed, are to be treated 

subjects for ever, It was also urged that the effect of the statutes was to com- 
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argument was that an officer in the army in the tervice of the Crown abroad 
is, like an ambassador abroad, within the ligeance of the Crown wherever he 
may te, and Seeary that his ecn, though born abroad, is a nataral-born 
eubject at common law. The result of this argument, if well founded, would 
have teen that the testator’s grandfather would bave been a natural-born 
subject at common Jaw, and that the testator himself would have been entitled 
to the stafus of a nstaral-born subject by virtue of the Act of Geo. 3. Kar, 
J., beld that the testator was an i. He said that, prima facie, it would 
seem that, under the statute of Edw, 3, the mother of the child born abroad 
must be an Englishwoman, but the result of the authorities was that this was 
not recessary, bot that, under that Act, the issue born abroad were capable of 
inheriting, h the mother was a foreigner. The result was that the 
testator’s grandfather must be considered, by force of that Act, a natural-born 
British subject. He was also entitled to that status by the Act of Anne, and, 
consequently, by the Act of Geo. 3, his son, the testator's father, was entitled 
to the same rights. His lordship adopted the view of the late Lord Chief 
Justice Cockburn in his trestise cn Nationality, that these statutes were not 
decisratory of the common law, but were substantive enactments, and also his 
view that there was no foundation for the argument that, by the common law, 
the posterity of a patural-born subject, born abroad, were to be treated as 
British subjects for ever. If that were eo, the statutes in question would 
try, and would, as a declaration of the law, have 
and inaccurate. His lordship took the law to be 
zn one whose father — wg y= abrca}, 
being respectively grandchil son of a man who e common 
law, a nataral-born British subject, would be himself a natural-born 
British subject, but that his children, if born abroad, would be aliens, And 
there was no aathority for holding that, if the testator’s grandfather, or his 
f.ther, had been in the military service of the Crown abroad, this would have 
given them the s/atus of uatural-born British subjects by the common law. 
The reason why th: children of ambassadors born abroad were treated as 
natural-bora subjects was, that “sn ambassador's house is reputed part of his 
Sovereign's realm.” Th’s reason did not apply to a child torn abroad to a 
soldier in the British service abroad. The case of ambassadors’ children was 
an exceptioral one. It was held in Sharp v. St. Saaveur (L.R.7 Ch. 343) 
that the Naturalization Act, 1870, is not retrospective, and, conreqarntly, the 
testator’s real estate belonged to the Crown.—Soxicirors, Clarke, Wocdcock, 
& Ryland ; Hare & Cs, 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
Isrermepiuarz Examination. 


The following candidates were saccess‘ul at the Intermediate Examination 
held om the 9th of November, 1882 :— 


Ager, Owen Edgar Brooking, Arthur Frank Tracey 
Attken, Thomas Brotherton, Percy Henry 
Akaster, Albert Edward Sawdy Brownless, John 
Alcock, Buchanan, Mac Iver 
Almond, Henry Bushell, Frederick Edwin 
Alston, Alfred Edward Butler, Jobn Richardson 
Andrew, Herbert John Batt, Hugh Aston 
Aaplin, Charles — Capron, Frederick Hugh, B.A. 
Armitag-, Frederick Carr, James 
Arthur, Reginald Fortescue Carruthers, Archibald 
Baguley, Samuel Cartwright, Toomas Francis Martin 
Eustng, Casper, Welter 
Barker, Stuast Reymond Cave, Martin 
Bermen’ George f-rbe rao om | 
2 3 90 Joseph 
Barnes, Keginsld Thornborongh Chaldeco't, Thomes Edmund Harland 
Barrett, Ernest Grabsm Coater, Frank Kentish 
Barrett, William Chave, George Pearson Tanner 


_ Cheeseman, George Edward Vincent 
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Deeley, Frederick Willian 
Denton, Arthur 

Dewes, John Hust 

Dods, Robert Blyth 
Dowling, James 

Drace, Hubert Arthor 


Dann, Charles Trace 

Dunicliffe, Thomas Frederic, B.A, 
Dyson, Thomas 

Edmonds, William John Cole 


Ellie, Roland 

Evans, Alfred Edward Brodie Hier 

Evans, Frederick James 

Facon, William Herbert 

Faire, Albert Charles 

oe Edward James Sidney, 
A. 


Ferrier, Benjamin Tarner 
Fisher, William Dalziel 
Foley, Frank Settle 
Footman, Maurice Henry 
Forder, Percy Drake 
For inn Spencer Andre 

oy, ndrew 
Ander Ane y B.A. 
Frere, John William Corrie 
Gamble, George Archibald 
Gandy, <= Garnett 
Garside, 
Gay, Rad 
Gcipel, Arthur 
Gorton, Gilbert, B.A. 
Graham, W'lliam 
Grange, Ernest Leigh, B.A. 
Green, Edward Frederick 
Green, William Herbert 
Gregory, John Roger Burrow 
Griffith, Herbert Edward 
Griffiths, Joho Eaton 
Gross, Charles James 
Groves, Herbert Harington 
Grundy, Richard Froane 
Gunner, Ernest John 
Haleomb, Frederick Thomas 
Hall, Frederick 
Hall, Sam 
Hammond, Alfred 

Edward 

Harding, Charles Ca'er 
Hargraves, Thomas William 
Harries, Ivor 
Harrison, Edmund Lycn 
Harrison, William Henry 
Harvey, Henry Samuel Boura 
Hastings, John 
Hattersley, John William 
Haywood, Joseph 
Headley, William Arthur Edward 
Heathcote, Rowland 
Hett, Henry Metcalfe 
Hewitt, Augustus Herbert 
Hicklin, Thomas W. 
Hickman, Humpbrey Joho 
Higbley, Henry Ashton 
Hincks, John Steer, B.A. 
Hind, James, B.A. 
Hirst, ong 4 Horatio Vickerman 
Hitchcock, Frank George Armstrong, 
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Hobson, John Robinson 

Holeroft, George Harry, B.A. 

Holmes, Jobn 

Hooper, William Thoms Glass 

Horner, Charles Edward, B, A, 

Horrocks, Alfred 

Howe, Albert 

Howell, Francis Monning!on 

favre nig 50 Herbert Hoot 

Ingham, Jobn 

Izard, Arthur James 

Jackson, Coarles Fred: rick 

Jacobs, Ieanc Frederick 

Jenkins, Aired Hamilton 

Pet tl sa Augustus 

po ml Georys Sydney Milton, B.A 
go Sydney Milton, B.A, 

; dney FAward, B.A. 

ones, wi 
Kean, — ; 


, 
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Baynes, Heory Keonctt P 
Beattie, Mtewert | Chubb, Alfred William 
Bell, Kelgh | Clask, Gladstove Henry 
Beven, James Aileod, B.A. | Chose, Charles Arthur, B.A, 
Vitse, Asthor Clings | Cob, Perey 
Wisk, Vrokerick Coasis | Cobbold, ur Murray 
Dirtecll, Kiger James | Sees oa . 
Diemetics4, Artuar Hogs i a. %4 ry, B.A, 
Leoming, Etoert James | CMins, VAward Aizioier 
nero Vecdetick Covion, Jobn Arnoldi 
Sorhn, | Com, Uesbert VAward 
froth, Shee Cropper, aap Henry 
bowen, 1éus Catsbert Greate | Crom, Wittiam James 
le, Witlieu | Coraen, Hasty Brown 
Aenea | Dale, Allred 
et, tine | Dale, Joon Henry 
Save vess Nahin began y David 
Ya k, Weiter VArunsd Dewees, Arter UAward 
» tam y Sopa | Dag, Onaties WAwuad Lteourt 


K: naedy, Charles Frederick 
Kensington, Harry Rawlins 
King, Richard Francis Hemy 
King, William Wickbam 
Kingdon, Charle: Lawrence 
Kidson, Arthur Peall 
Laidlaw, James 

Langton, Robert 

Larkman, James Preston 
Latter, Hugh Allan 

Layard, John Granville 
Leach, John Walter Burton 
— Oglander George Montagu, 


WA. 

Leigh, Ebenezer 
Little, Hugh Searle 
Littlewood, Herbert Dill 
Lockhart, Hertert Edward 
Lowe, Frederick Augustes Wtitm. re 
McKay, William 
Martin, Harry Jesse 
Mathers, John 
Mawson, William 
Meager, David Villiers 
Medforth, Frederic Julian 
Metcalfe, Percival John 
Mesnard, George Clavering 
Michell, Arthur Matthew 
Middlemiss, Robert tale 
Miller, Joho Danan 
Miller, Perey John 
Moore, Herbert O. 
Morgan, Everest A fced 
Morgan, Richard 
Mos:, Frederick 
Mossop, John Hastie 
Moxon, James Edward 
Monro, Charles Conaughton 
Murray, Arthur Edward 
Murray, Frederick William 
Murton, Walter Herbert 
Nash, William James, B.A. 
Nevill, John Christopher 
Newill, Robert Augustus 
Newlands, Robert Welch Co kbarn 
Newman, Edwin Heory Arwstrong 
Newman, Walter Ernest 
Nicholson, Frederick Hans.n 
Nield, Herbert 

Norris, William Arthur 

Oblein, Thomas 

O’Hare, John Arthur 

Okeden, William Henry Perry 
Osbaldeston, Frank 

Pagden, Edward Francis 

Parker, Wiliam Herbert 
Parkinson, Charles Edward 
Parkinson, Arthur ‘letley 

Parr, Charles 

Parsons, John 

Payne, Henry Alfred Handley 
Peachey, Jobn Frederick 
Peacock, Septimus 

Pepuington, Daniel 

Perkin, William Hilton 

Pettitt, Arthar Baker 

Phear, Henry Herbert, B.A. 
Phelps, William James 

Phillips, Thomas 

Pickard, Joseph Willian 

Pizey, Henry Elliott 
Pollock, Evelyn Hay 

Pope, Alexander 

Pope Francis E iward 
Powell, Digby 

Price, Howel Jobn James, B, A. 
Raley, J 
_— vee Willian Walter 3 

nes, jam ter Henry 

Reed, Alfred J 
Rheam, Philip 

Ritson, Joseph Frederick William 
Richardson;*Jobn 
Richardson, Welter Edward 
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Ross, Henry James Gordon Thomas, Henry Alfred Jones, J | Reed, Francis Anthony 
Rothwell, Samuel Hoyle Thomas, Owen Bayles Sabb, John Blanchard B-es, David 
Rowse, Tom Lowering Thompson, Sam Kaye, Frederick William ager B.A. 
sien ti ‘Arobibaid Thane Christopher B B.A. Keck Archibald Raper,’ Charles Edward 
Sanders, avao, een, Archiba c war. 
Sead d Georg bit ohn eat Guarles Hodoon Shepherd, Joke Philip 
Saundere, Edwar @ oha Conaw t, 
G:orge Tompkins, Francis oa King, Henry Robinson Simpson, William Spencer 
Scorer, Albert Edward Troutbeck, John, B.A. Knight, Godfrey Slater, Francis Cookesley 
Scott, Robert Alexander Turner, George Edward, B.A. Knollys, Heary Francis, B.A. Smith, Benjamia 
Scott, Hubert Edward Turner, George Lewis Charchill Lap Thomas Hears Field Smith, Henry Dolling 
Scott, James Alfred Speirs Twemlow, John Las’, Charles Williim Sadw, William Thomas Mamby, B.A. 
Seeley, Jobn Richard Pratt Van Praagh, Bertram Benjamin Latham, Frank Holmes rg Walter Henry 
Shepherd, James Carter Walker, Charles E twin Oscar Lawden, Alfred Tipping bcd ater 
Shields, Frederick William Walker, — Augastas Lefroy, Edward Heathe te William Heary 
Shoesmith, Robert Walker Welker, Leighton, Clarencs Frank Stock wood, Samuel Heary 
Short, George Glen Walthead, Spencer Lemon, Arthur William Sateliffe, Dan 
Simmons, George Vital Walpole, William Henry Lowndes, Alfred Robert Oakey ae wee 
Slater, Minton Walter, Francis Machell, James Tétley, Ernest 
Sloan, Walter James Walter, Frank Willian Macnamar: Marshall, Cornelias Thomas, Charles Vivian 
Smelt, Maurice William Cast rt on Ward, Harold Fawesett Marshall, Hi Thompson, Cecil 
Smee, Williar, B.A. Ward, Thomes Marson, Aalt Thompson, Gorge Headersoa 
Smith, Frederio Wiffen Wasborongh, Williaa Batter, B.A Martin, Frank William Williaa 
Bmith, Herbert Ra-sell Washingtos, Jonathan James Martio, William Thomson, Craafsird 
Smith, Samuel Joseph Wordham Watlieg, Arthur Martyn, William Edward, B.A. George 
Smitb, Williom Pickering, B.A. Weaver, Artur Joba Matthews, Alfred Tippett, Willies, B.A. 
Snowball, Charles Henry Webb, Lewis Eiwards Frederick Gxrze Tomkins, Hal 
Southgate, Charles Francis Webber, Follet Mills, John James Kerr Trimeell, Thomss 
Southwell, Alfred Weightman, William Alexander Moore, Arthur Frederick T , George Wood 
Spink, Henry Hawkes Weir, Ralph Brown Morten, Juhn Garrett it John 
Spreckley, James Octavius Wells, William Olement, B.A. Nocton, William | Voss, William 
Sproston, Thonas Broadharst Whitcombe, Robert Henry, B.A. Palmer, Coarles Joseph Waliroe, Herbert 
S‘ainer, Harrie Haristell White, William Montgomery Pawley, Hamilton Edward Walker, Connor 
Stephenson, John Ernest, B.A, Whiteley, Thomas Henry Peacock, Frederick Gillctt | Walters, Rowland Percy 
Stone, Samuel Francis Montagu - | Wiggins, John James Pearce, Crauferd Warner, James Charles, B A. 
Starley, Frederick William Willcocks, Walter Morgan Pearee, Perey Trevarthian Warnes, Harold 
Sammerson, A’ Williams, Henry Hanks Pearpoist, Alfred Henry Watts, 
Sateliffe,F ent pDesiel Williams, Walter Thomas, B.A. Peteb, John ee Wedge, Harold 
‘a unro, ilton, Stanley Pickwere, A. | Welch, Joka 
Taylor, Lewis William Wing, William Pilgrim, William “ W aebden, James R-id 
Taylor, Robert Marchant Wrensted, Thomas Heary Pook, Charles Oliver Wigg, Qlement Stone, M.A. 
Taylor, William ; Porter, Arthur Brows Wilkinson, Czarles David 
Preston, Francis William | Wilkimsos, Caaries Thomas 
Fovat Examination. Price, Wilfrid Thomas Rokeby, B.A Ll ag Nai 
The following candidates were successful at the Fioal Examination Pringle, Charles W: ‘aon an Wel 
on the 7th and 6th of November, 1882 : Hawnel-y, George Edwin Yat 2 Jotun 
Abrahame, Hurry Gerald E , Mitchell, B.A. Joka : 
Acton, Ernest Reginald, B.A. Forster, John William | eo 
Soom, Rover Shae re eee ee LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION 
Sate ne haat eee aos, | The twentieth fs ee an 7 es cone 
rnold, Edward i ’ ur Bdw _ on Monday evesing 27 > at Litrary, A. Coruntt, 
eae be ee Gem Pee | yi weney S Sicaaemenenal pa ie diaien, 
’ ) r. S$ te i whe mA 
Bawtree, Nuen Greham, John | which was. Silloes> 0 "Gulag Saieiael Us Ge inte EGIL Gale 
Beever, Vincent Morshead Holt Green, John (of Bedale) | bis will, whereby he gives A. a legacy of £50, at the same time directing that 
Bellis, Harry | all his debts sball be paid. At the time of testater's death A.'s debt is stil 
Bewes, Harry Davies Gurney, Walter Gerald unsatisfied. Gara. Se ah See, Mr. E W. Pieee 
Birch, Walter Hainer, Ernest Edward | follo sed in support of the negative, and in the which insued Messrs. 
i Edward Thomas Hall, John Herbert | Toagee, J. F. Taylor, Haneay, Thornely, and Sgreat expperted the affirm 
» George Eroest Benjamin | Hamlin, Arthur ‘tive, and Messrs. Whitfield, Kelly, and Pemtertun the aegutiwe Oc the 
Leonard George _ Hankinsoo, Herbert question biag put to the vote it was decided im faveur ef the afirmaGve by a 
Harle, majority of four. There were twenty-two members present. 
Boscawen, George Henry Hartland, Jehn Cole 
st yon Hartley, Harry Birk 
Brockbank, Hulowon, David Nattal : | 
Bromet, a Edward | 
Bullen, William Helliwell, John Heury OBITUARY. 
Batlin, Philip Massu Henley, William ow Will MR. EDWARD HENRY PALMER. 
orge Montaga Hewett, Charles Ernest | Mr. Edward Palmer, barrister, Lori Almoner's Profemor of Arshic 
Capel!, James Partri MA. Heywood, James Brettell, B.A. in the University ef who was recently wordered ia Ambin was 
Capes, Thomas Ha Higham, Alfred Mareball tei ie we elecated, ane. after pracy 
Carrington, John copy geome sears as a im London, be : ntered Camera. 
Coester, William Hill, Edward May, where be graduated im the third chase af the chassacal i fees 
Chivers, Richard Hill, William Joba Carne elected 1 feilow of his cuilage on the greaed ef bus peuigemy m 
Churcher, Som eng: ete 3 Orieatal He wascaiied to the ber of (ae Middie Tempe 
Cooper, James Houchen, Vaatier Term, 1874, be coetinaad t rmsade at aad be 
Corbett, William Joha Howell, J.shua Norfolk Cirewit, and for several years be (SEM seem 
Cox, Reginald Harmar Hadlestor, Robert Willian stare ee ef 4miie, and be ind 
Crook, Roland Harris Hi James Arthar speai mack lame m Orweecal Gravel ie made qeeera: exoediiams amber be 
Calley, Henry Read Hulm, : direetion ef the Coman t-ees af 7 Fam ani 
spaven, Cossinn Lemtart = Joba Bdward ES ae saege wember 
“Harry George William Hunt, Heary transaheas, quajenete ‘Walter Gemat) of e “ Giemerp af 
Dorie Davia Hetbart, Michael Joha, B.A. Jeresalem,.” yore tale ae fomemearay ee sana | 
Dickinson, Alfred and, William Allereton oe en Ga an ee, ms 
a Beverley Wyatt Jeaks, the fa with Captain cit ani Lavstemens 
; Jones, Alfted Howell c RLND e@ a mitaiee @ certain Bedveie chimeea and there » 
Jonce, Cutler Amdrese: deutt that the wer manierad a Ge ewer, Se eae a 
Charlee Jeoes, Simead Bradrea 
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MR. SAMUEL PEED. 


Mr. Samuel Peed, rolicitor and notary, of Cambridge, and of Prescot, Lan- 
casbire, scliciter to the University of Cambridge, died at Cambridge on the 
6th ult. Mr. Peed was born in 1814, He was admitted a solicitor in 1843, 
and be hed practis:d for rearly forty years at Cambridge and also at Pres ot. 
Hiis tor, Mr. William Peed, who was admitted a a lic tor in 1864, bad been 
for many years in partner-hip with him. The deceased was a notary public 
and a ferpetual commissioner for Cambridgeshire and Lancishire, and he had 
been for many years folicitor to the University of Cambridge. He was a!so 
clerk to the Lientenancy for Cambridgeshire. Mr. Peed took an active part in 
monicipal life. He had been twice elected mayor cf Cambiiige, and he was 
till recently one of the borough aldermen. He wa; very highly es‘eemed by 
all classes in the town, and by all the leading members of t'e Univers ty. 
He was buried at Cambridge on the 10th inst. 





MR. WILLIAM WORSHIP, 

Mr. William Worsbip, solicitor (of the firm of Worship & Rising), of 
Yarmouth, died on the 12th ult. at the age of seventy. Mr. Worship was 
born in 1812. He was admitted a solicitor in 1835, and be had practised 
for over forty years at Yarmouth, Mr, Thomas Alfred Rising having been 
for some time aseociated in partnership with bim. He had an extensive 
private practice, and be had been for many years solicitor to the Great 
Yarmooth Gas Company and to the Victoria Building Society. Mr. Worship 
had taken a very active part in local and municipal business, He was 
elected mayor of Yarmouth in 1859, and again in 1867, and ha was at the 
time of bis death an alderman for the torough. He was also one of the 
trustees of the Borough Charities, 





MR. WILLIAM JOHNSON KIRBY LANGRIDGE, 

Mr. William Johnson Kirby Langri¢ge, solicitor, clerk of the peace for 
Sussex, died snddenly at Lewes on the 13th ult. Mr. Langridge was born 
in 1837. He was admitted a ecolicitor in 1859, and a few years later he was 
appointed by the Earl of Chichester to the office of clerk of the peace for 
Sussex, and he occupied that post until his deatb. He was also clerk to 
the lieutenaney for the same connty, and clerk to the Visitors of Private 
Lunatic Asylome. The deceased was a perpetaal commissioner for the 
county of Suseex, and he had a very good private practice. He was highly 
esteemed by all classes in the town and neighbourhood of Lewes, and his 
premature death has occasioned a general feeling of sorrow. 





MR. ROBERT RICHARDSON, 

Mr, Robert Richardson, solicitor, died at Bradford on the 17th ult., from 
cancer of the spire, after a painfal illness. Mr. Richar¢son was born in 1831, 
end he was admitted a solicitor in 1€63, baving served his articles with 
Messer, Pearron & Hawdon, of Selby. He shortly af erwards settled at Brad- 
ford, where he practised until his death. He had a good businees, end he wes 
very popular with all classes in the town. Mr. Richardson was for twelve 
ears vice-consul at Bradford for the Uni ed S:ates. He occupied a leading 
position among the lccal Freemasons, and he was for some time Provinciai 
Grand Registrar for the West Riding of Yorkshire. Mr. Richardson was 
turied on the 21st inst. 


MR. WILLIAM MOSS. 


Mr. William Moss, solicitor, secretary to the Bist op of Lincoln, a d one of 
the oldest practising solicitors in Lincolnshire, did st Lincola on the 13th 
ult., at the age of seventy-nine. Mr. Moss was born in 1803. He was 
sdmiit- da colic tor in 1824, and he formerly practised at 11, Serjeauts’-ion, 
Fleet-street. About thisty years ago he removed to Linevln, where be prac- 
tised ostil h’s death. la 1853 Bishop Jackson appointed Mr. Mcss his 
country secretary, and he held the same office under Bishop Worjsworth. He 
was deputy-registrar of the diocese of Li: coln from 1853 till 1867, when he 
was rppointed registrar «f the diocese joistiy with Mr. John Sean. Mr. 
Mors bad a good private business, and his Jega! knowledge and sound judgment 
were much valued by the clergy of the diocese. He was treasurer of the 
Liocoln Diocesan Training School, and h+ was a'so fur mavy years honorary 
secretary to the Diocessn Board of Education, 


ed 


MR, CHARLES HENRY BAYLEY. 


Mr. Charles Henry Bayley, solicitor, dicd at West Bromwich on the 15th 
ult. Mr. Sayley wastorn in 1829. He wes admitted a sol'citor in 1852, 
and he Lad practised for nearly twenty years »t West Bromwich. He was a 
perpetusl ,commirsioner for Staffordsh re, and he had an important local 
practice. In 1865 he wos elected clerk to the West Bromwich Improvement 
Commissioners, and in that capacity he aesidaously promoted many important 
Jecal schemes, He conducted the proceedings which recently led to the 
grant of a charter of incorporation to West Bromwich, and it is understood 
that he was to bave been sppointed the first town clerk of the borough. Mr. 
Bayley’s death is universally regretted. He was buried on the 22nd ult. 
The members of the West Bromwich Town Council have, upon the notion 
of the mayor, unsnimously passed a vote of condolence with Mr. Bayley’s 
widow and family. 





Mr. Serjeant Ballantioe was amongst the psssengers by the Cunard Royal 
Mail steamer Servia, which left the Merecy on Saturday for New York, 


LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Huon Owen, barrister, bas bzen appointed Permanent Secretary to the 
Local: Government Berd, in succession to Sir John Lambert, resigned. Mr, 
Owen is the son cf the late Sir Hugh Owen. He was called to the bar at tle 
Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1862, and he has been for several y ear 
one of the as-istant secretaries to the Local Governme:t Board. He is the 
author of a manual on the E'ementary Education Acts, 


Mr. Wittram Epwarp Murray Tomuinson, barris‘er, who has been 
elected M.P. for the Borough of Prestun in the Conservative interest, is 
the son of the late Mr. Thomas Tomlinson, barrister. He was bora in 1838, 
and was educated at Westminster and at Christ Church, Oxford, where he 
graduated second cliss in law and modern history in 1860. He was called to 
the barat the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1865, and he practises in the 
Chancery Division and iu the Lancaster Chancery Court, being a'so a member 
of the Northera Circuit. Mr. Tomlinson was formerly one of the et.ff of the 
Weekty Reporter, and be mors recently reported for the Law Reports. 


Mr. Samvset Butter Provis, barrister, has been appointe done cf the 
Assistant Secretaries to the Local Government Board, in succession to Mr. 
Hough Owen, wio bas been appointed Permenent Secretary to the Beard, 
Mr. Provis is a B.A. of the University of London, Be was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Eveter Term, 1866, and he formerly yractis d 
on the Heme Circuit. He has teen for several years private secretary to tle 
Permarent Secretary to tle Local Gcvernment Board. 


Mr. Wir1sram TexniciirFe, tolicitor, of Bradford, has been appointed a 
Commissicner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Jud’cature. 


Mr. Wirt1am TyRReELL, of the Bingal Civil Service, bas teen appointed a 
Judge of the High Coust of Judiceture fer the North-Wcstern Provinces of 
India. 


Mr. Francis Roxsuren, QC., judge ef county courts fer circuit No. 33, 
has becn elected Treasurer of the Middle Temple for tLe ensuing year. 


Mr. Epwin Hveones, solicitor, of 2, Grcsham-bvildings, and of Woolwich 
ard Plumstead, bas teen elected a Memter of tLe School Board for London 
for the Greenwich Division, Mr. Hughes wes admitted a solicitor in 1860. 
He is secretary to the City of Lordon Corservative Association, clerk to tle 
Woolwich Local Beard, and vestry clerk of the parish of Plumstead. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Stock Companies, 
Limitep In CHANCERY, 


CrivicEr Brewery Company, LimitED.— Petition for winding up, presented Nov 23, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Saturday, Dec 2, Benning and Co. King 
st, Cheapside, agents for Backhouse and Procter, Burnley, solicitors for the petitioners 

Grey’s Brewery Company, Limitzp.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 21, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Dec 2, Croft, Union ct, Old Broad st, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

New Tuarsis Sutpuvur Company, Limitry.— Petition for winding up, presented Nov 
21, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Dec 2. Abrahams and Co, Old Jewry, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Prop.e’s Prorerty Company, Limitep.—Petition fcr winding up, presented Nov 23, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Dec 2, Woodfin and Co, London wall, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

Santa Cervuz Sutpuur anv Copper Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Nov 22, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., at the Rolls yard, Chancery lane, 
on Saturday, Dec 2 Jonas, Bishopsgate st Within, solicitor for the petitioners 

Vincent Tin Minine Company, LimitEp.—Creditors are required, on on or before Dec 
27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Maynard, 14, Queen Victoria st. Thursday, Jan 11, at 11, at the chambers 
of Chitty, J., is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

{ Gazette, Nov. 24.]} 


Brvetan Date Corrzn Company, Limttey.—Chitty, J., has fixed Friday, Dec 8, at 11, 
at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Carta Para Gory Minine Company, Limitep.—Fry, J., has, by an order dated Nov 1, 
appointed James Waddell, J, Queen Victoria st, to be official liquidator. Creditors 
are required, on or before April 26, 1883, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Tuesday, May 1, at 12, at the 
— bers of Fry, J., is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
claims 

Casttx Steet Awp Inonworxs Company, Limitev.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Nov 27, directed to be heard before Fry, J., on Friday, Dec 8, Rogers and Chave, 
Gt Winchester st bldgs, solicitors for the petitioners 

CommerctaL Union Bawx, Limitep.~—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 24 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Dec 9. Wild and Uo, Ironmonger 
lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

Faencu Zorpowx Company, Limitey.—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated Nov ll, 
it was ordered that the company be wound up. Heritage and Go, Clement's lane, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Generat Horticurtura, Company (Joun Wits), Limrren,—Chitty, Ji, has fixed 
Thursday, Dec 7, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Gone Investment Association, Limiten,—Kay, J., has fixed Wednesday, Dec 6, at 12, 
at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Lonpon Estate any MonteGacx Company, Limitry.—Bacon, V.C., has fixed Wednes- 
day, Dec 6, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an oficial liquidator. By 

t the company be 


an order made by Bacon, V.C., dated Nov 18, it was ordered tha 
wound up, Robins, Pancras lane, solicitor for the petitioner ” 

Mynypp Gorppu Leap Mine, Limiruy.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 21, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J.,on Saturday, Dec 2. ughes, Bedford row, 


solicitor for the petitioner 

Norta Ooxrxeum Gory Mining Company, Sansa = Kew, J., has fixed Wednesday, 
Dec 6, at 12, at his chambers, for the appolntment of an official liquidator 

Vasa Munuuiwa Gusss Company, Limitny,—Bacon, V.O., has, LA. order dated Nov 

21, appointed William Henry Davis, 39, gg vagpoeer at, to official 

r 


Ored are required, on or before 14, to send names and 
the particulars of thelr debts or claims, isdeihere. Thursday, Deo 21, at 12, at th 
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chambers of Bacon, V.C., is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 


nd claims 
" [ Gazette, Nov. 28.] 
Y UnNwtiirep In CHAncerr. : 

Porrertzs, SHeewspury, aNd Norta Wars Rartwar Compayy. — Creditors are 
required, on or before Jan 15, to seni their names and addresses, aud the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Alexander Young, 41, Coleman st. Wednes.lay, Jan 31, 
at 12, at the chambers of Fry. J., is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 


debts and c 
[ Gazette, Nov. 28.]} 
County Patatine or LANCASTER. 
Liwirep rn CHANCERY. 
Fripr sees Water Company, Ltuitep.—The Vice-Chancellor has, by an order 
, dated 9, appointed William Heppard, Richmond chbrs, Richmond terr, Black- 
“burn, to be official liquidator 
[ Gazette, Nov. 28.] 
FRIENDLY Socteties Dissonvep. 


Dowy Frrenpiy Socrrry, George aud Dragon Inn, Down, Kent. Nov 17 

Loves or Quesn Etizapeta Frienpty Society, Black Dog Hotel, Newchurch-in- 
Rossendale, Lancaster. Nov 17 

Sr. 4 8 a aoa Srcx ayp Buriat Society, National School, Clearwell, Glouces- 
ter. Nov 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Acxtanp, Rozert Duptzy. Dec 23. Ackland v Ackland, Chitty, J. Price, Haver- 
fordwest 

Bostock, James Aveustvs, Ellaston, Stafford. Clerk in Holy Orders. Dec 30. Lister v 
Bostock, Kay, J. Reade, Congleton 

Brown, GrorGr, Bow rd, Wine Merchant. Dec23. Davies v Brown, Chitty, J. Eyles, 
Austin Friars 

FrasEr, Joun Cummine, Norwich, Tobacconist. Dec 23, Lambert v Fraser, Chitty, J. 
Field, New inn, Strand : 

GopBoLp, Epwarp James, Ilford, Builder. Dee 18. Godbold v Godbold, Kay, ¢. 
Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Matcotm, WILLiaM Auraup, Crosby sq, Merchant. 
J. Knight, Moorgate st 

Nicnotsoy, Josrer#, Newland, York, Gent. 
Parker, Selby 

Torr, JaMEs, Armagh rd South, North Bow. 
Edwards, St Helen's pl 

WILLIAMs, ‘Mary Ary Eart, -ecaemeed park, Peckham. Dec 16. Hadley v Mullen, Fry, 
J. Croome, Gracechurch s 

Woopvnovss, Joun, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. 
V.C. Simpson, Leeds 


Dec 16. Just v Malcolm, Chitty, 
Dee 16. Scott v Nicholson, Chitty, J. 
Dee 15. Toye v Bellingham, Kay, J. 


Dec 11. Woodhouse v Hawkswell, Bacon, 


[ Gazette, Nov. 21.] 


Betsten, Srpwzy Ricwarp, Acton, Builder. Dec 20. Newman v Belsten, Fry, J. 
Pettiver, College st, College hill 

Berrett, Cuarves, Pentrebrunant, Cardigan. Dec 23. 
Chitty, J. Roberts, Aberystwyth 

Cuarman, Henry, Newington, York, Gent. 
Till, Kingston-upon-Hull 

CovEeLEy, Epwakp Cass, Thayer st, Manchester sq, Chemist. Dec 30. Sherlock v 
Times, Chitty, J. Herbert, Vigo st, Regent ss 

Dryspatg, THomas Murpoca, Gracechurch st. 
Huntington, King st, Cheapside 

Evans, Artaur, Maldon, aa, Solicitor. Dec 30. Evans v Randall, Chitty, J. Pea- 
cock, South sq, Gray’s in 

Fooxs, Ax Any, Burton Teatsosk, Dorset. Dec 20. Brown v Stone, Kay, J. Gundry, 

dport 

Loner, Witt1aMm, South Shields, Durham, Plumber. 
J. Kirkley, South Shields 

Potman, Josspu, Halifax, Iron Merchant. Dec 20. 
bottom, Halifax 

Ruopkrs, Jonny, Birstall, York. Dec 31. Wroe v Rhodes, Kay, J. Middlebrook, Leeds 

Sfwett, Epwarp Warr, Plaistow, Essex, Plumber. Dec 27. Sewell v Sewell, ‘Chitty, 

— gf rece dy o Anbenaae 9 th, North Bo 
YE, James, Armagh rd Sou ort w. Dec 15. Toye v Bellingham, Kay, J. 
Edwards, St Helen’s place . 5 


Powell and Co v Burrell, 


Dec 30. Richardson v Empson, Chitty, J. 


May 10. Capel v Drysdale, Fry, J. 


Dec 20. Barrow v Rudd, Kay, 
Pulman vy Pulman, Fry, J. Long- 


[ Gazette, Nov. 24.} 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Avprson, Witt1am Brook, Clifton, Gloucester, Esq. Dee 30. Killick and Co, Bradford 
Bampgresr, Davin, Caversham rd, Kentish Town, Timber Merchant. Jan 1. Noon 
and Clarke, Blomfield st 
Bareman, the Right Hon Etizisera, Dowager Lady, Gt Cumberland place. Jan 16. 
Greenfield, Lancaster place, Strand 
Brcx, Faaxcis Dieeoxr, Sawbridgeworth, Herts, Surgeon. Dec 17. M‘Clellan, Bed- 
Berrwistis, Extsxa, Padiham, Lancaster, Grocer. Dec 31. Sharples, Accrington 
Brent, Jonny, Canterbury, Eeq. Jan 1. Sankeys and Co, Canterbary 
= —— Henry, Plymouth, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Dee 18. Skardon, 
ou! 
Cuamparn, Carotry, Southsea, Southampton. Jan 18. Bailey and White, Winchester 
rele, Joun, Roydon, Essex, Farmer. Jan 18. Richardsons and Foxwell, Much 
am 
Cuoastoun, Mary Juni, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Southampton. Jan3. Whitakers 
and Wi Woolbert, 


Lincoln’s inn fields 
Drxow, Lep@arp, Brighouse, York, Waterman. Jan1. Barber and Oliver, Brighouse 
Dovat, Hewry, Percy st, Bedfor’ sq, Esq. Jan16, Hiil and Co, Brighton 
Eouunps, Mary, South Brent, Devon. Feb 23. Wilson, Plymouth 
Eutis, Jomn Auraep, Avenue gate, Gipsy hill, Upper Norwood, Colonel Her Majesty’s 
» Feb17. Bowker and Co, Bedford row 


Paworrr, b sacs an Crimscott st, Grange rd, Bermondsey, Carpenter. Jan 10, Ford 
Payn, Groner, Bexley teath, Kent. Gent. Deo 16. Bridger, Botol - fap Eastcheap 
Lurwors, Exvrzanere, Shoffield. Jan 15, beige na and Co, ‘Shem 
Oe Groras Frepkarcx, Endsleigh gins, Surveyor. Deo 3. : Bernard 

mussel 
Aww Barvanra, Bath, Somerset, Jan 31. Carlisle and Ordell, New 


Boot Manufacturer. Jan 13, motel, Derby 
near Preston, Lancaster. Dec 18& Dedd, 


, Bury 
Jan 5, Garrard and Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall Kast 
Lunatic Asylum, Camberwell. Feb Turner 








Rosgrts, Taomas Watton, Cranbrook, Kent. Dec Palmer and Co, Trafalgar sq 
RoceErs, CAROLINE, Warminster, Wilts. Jan 4. Pairfoos and Co, Clem2nt's ian 
Rusa, James, Dewsbury, York, Gent. Dec 30. Procter, York 
Smart, Arrexp, Lee, Kent, Esq. Dec 31. Bannister, Basinghall st 
Urwics, Rrcwarp, Kennington Park rd, Gent. Jan 15. Chester and Co, Staple inn 
We tts, Arraver, Nottingham, Solicitor. Feb1. Wells and Hind, Nottinghan 
Wuitwortt, Francis, Louth, Lincoln, Gent. Deel5. Allisons and Allison, Louth 
WILsoy, Joux, Moncrieff rd, Peckham, Gent. Dec 16. Simpson and Co, Furnival’s 

inn 
Witson, Saran, Stoke, Devon. Dec 18. Skardon, Plymouth 
meen. = ILLIAM Cuzynz, Devonport, Devon, Doctor of Medicine. Dec 13, Skardon, 

lymo' 
Wricut, GzorGt, Bodmin, Cornwall, Brewer. Dec 31. Wallis, Bodmin 
Gasette, Nov. 21. 1 


Banuam, Henry, Norwich, Blacksmith. Dec 15. Winter and Francis, Norwich 
Bgarz, Grorer, Yeovil, Somerset, Retired Glover. Dee 25. Newman and Co, Yeovil- 
Berner, Mary, "Rochester, Kent. Dee 31. Prall, Rochester 
BULLEN, Hvex, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. "Jan 1. Jones and Pride, Liverpool 
Comm, Ciement Poo.z, Stogursey, Somerset, Farmer. Dec 31. Reed and Cook, 
ridgwater 
Cogs, Poase Janz, Stogursey, Somerset. Dec 31. Reed and Cook, Bridgwater 
Cooxz, Rev Frascis, Ilfracombe, Devon. Dec 15. Down, Dorking 
Cranes, Saanene Joux, South sg, Gray’s inn, Solicitor. Jan 8. Betts, South sq, 
ray’s inn 
pon min, Lee, Kent Dec 26. Howard and Shelton, Threadneedle st 
Daviss, Rossrt Owen, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Esq. Dec1l2. Tatlock, Chester 
ag Marearerra ALNER Waits, Belchamp Otten, Essex. Jan 1. Ransom, Sod- 
ury 
Dawsox, Tomas Vesey, Earl’s Court, Old Brompton, Clerk: Dec 27. Leman and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Dewswap, Jamzs, Sheffield, York, Cabinet Case Maker. Dec 21. Rodgers and Co, 


Sheffield 
Dixon, Taomas GroreGez, Albion rd, St John’s Wood, Esq. Feb 1. Tull, Duke st, St 
Jan 18. Saunders and ©o, Coleman st 
hesterfie'd 


James’s 

Evtuts, Svsanwa, Addison rd, Kensington. 

Etutorr, Scsawwa, Nottingham. Dec 3. Gratton and Marsden, C 

a GEORGE Fexpeeick, Endsleigh gdns, Surveyor. Dec 23. Justice, Bernard 
st, Russell 

Harpine, JosrPn, Liverpool, Bookkeeper. Jan 1. Spinks and Gawith, Liverpool 

Hortaam, "Joun, Bangalore, India, Captain in Her Majesty’s Madras Infantry. Jan 31. 
Young and Co, St Mildred’s ct. Poultry 

Hvrcutixsoy, Jony Dysox, Redcliffe sq, South Kensington, Esq. Jan 1. Lawton, 
Huddersfield 

Lorp, Heyry, Lynmouth, Devon, Retired Boatman. Dec 21. Gould, Exeter 

Mvturr, Conrap, New York, America, Merchant’s Clerk. Dee 31. Mathews and 
Smith, Birmingham 

Nawnerr, Atspest Epwarp, Aylesbeare, Devon, Chemist. Dec 19. Tozer and Co, 
Exeter 

Pooxey, Josuva, Brighton, Sussex, Milliner. Jan 14. Woods and Dempster, Brighton 

Povparr, Samvst, East hill, Wandsworth, Licensed Victualler. Jan 2. Corseilis and 
Co, East hill, Wandsworth 

Prrestteyr, Jonyx, Rury, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Dec 20. Jacksons and Godby, 


Rochdale 

Saber, Sauver, Gamlingay, Cambridgeshire, Grocer. Dee 16. Wilkinson and Co, St 
Neots 

Surpricx, Joun, Poole, Licensed Victualler. Dec 1. Woodford, Poole 

Stspa#ens, Joun. Bolingbroke, Ealing, Gent. Dec 21. Blake _— Snow, College hill 


Tartor, Joun Atrrep, Hayward's Heath, Sussex, Li Dec 16. 
Hicklin and W ashington, Southwark 

Trp, ELLEN Witsox, Beaumont st, Marylebone. Jan 8. Stubbs, John st, Bedford 
row 

Trnstey, Ecrza, Sedgley, Stafford. Dec 22. Wainwright, Dadiey 

Watxer, Henry Hityarp, Shadwell, near Leeds. Dec 18. Rider, Leeds 

Worratt, Mary, Knotty Ash, near Liverpool. Dec $l. Bateson and Co, Liverpool 

Wrey, ELIzanetE, Lowestoft, Suffolk. Jan3. Hubbard and Co, Bucklersbury 

Gazette, Nov. 24] 





Casu, Epwaxp, Spilsby, Lincoln, Reheving Officer. Tec 21. Bassit, Wainfleet 

Ciruurssox, Jonx Tasopors, Lion rd, Bexley, Carver. Dec 8. Sandom and Co, 
High st, Deptford 

Crosuirr, Ricnarp, Loagborough, Leicester, Gentleman. Dec 3l. Woollers and Co, 
Loughborough 

Curtis, Taouas, Iron Acton, Gloucester, Stonemason. Dec21 Buckland 

Dens, Epwarp Jviyanx, Brunswick gdns, Kensington, Barrister at Law. Dee 31, 
Mason and Edwards, Lincoln's inn fields 

Ferevsox, Henxzy, York Town, nr Farnborough, Surrey, Butcher. Jan1. Beale and 
Martin, Reading 

Guanotum, Jony, Sunderland, Durham, Plamber. Dee - Steel, Sunderland 

Hat, Ropsrat Huytss, Hastings, Sussex, Jan8. Tamplin and Co, Fen- 
church st 

r= Tease Degpole, Shrewsbury, Gent. Dec 23. Clarke and Co, Lincoln's inn 
fielc 

Hraptam, Caartts, Newcastle upon Tyne. Dec 1s. Keenlyside and Co, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Houmes, Svsanwan Exwa, Aston juxta Birmingham, Warwick. Marl. Coleman and 
Co, Birmingham 


liumprary, Hasrrer, Norwich. Dee 12. Miller and Co, Norwich 
Hyman, Saran, Woodfield rd, Harrow rd, Rag and General Dealer. Dee 16. Myers, 


Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 
JAMES, Basrirrr, Belsize pk gins, Hampstead, Esq. Jan3l. Williams and Co, Lin- 
coln's inn fields 


Lorp, Artuce Devmwosp, Canning pl, Kensington, Solicitor. Jan4. Owen, Eidon 
rd, Kensington 

or vg Hesaratra Any, Henry ni, New Barnet. Jani. Letts Brothers, Bartlett’s 

Parrott, Rosert, Maidenhead, Berks. Jani. Walsh, Oxford 

Parry, jou, Hazlewood, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Dec 30. Jackson, Belper 

te Brighton, Sussex, Milliner. Jan 14 Woods and Dempster, Ship 
st, Bri 

Rottry, Saran, Ecclesfield, York. Dee 29. Vickers and Co, Sheffield 

RYatt, Saucer, West Harptree, Somerset, Seppo. Dec 9. Chandler, Sherborne 

Tartor, Joux, Osmotheriey, York, Farmer. Jan 31, Stephenson, 

Tu 

Tsrry, Carotme Kare, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick. Dec 29. Price, Birmingham 

TaursRaw, Arne, Colwich, Stafford. Jan 1. Armishaw, Rageley 

Vagpes- Mavens Rev Frepeatcs, Thoriey, Herts. Jan 1. Robinson and Wilkins, 

ing's Arms 

Wacox, Joy, Arlesfor’, Kent. Jan $0. Case, Maidstone 

Watrore, Cuartes, Carshalton, Surrey, Dec 20. EWiott, Vincent sq, Westminster 

Wurrrretp, Ceantes, Peake - avenue, Sydenham, Kent, Gent. Dec 1a. Miller and 
Co, Salters’ Hall ct, Cannon 

Wrestox, Mary Taropora, Folkestone, Kent. Dee 31. Green and Mobderiey, South. 


Winans, Ewty, Worthing, Sussex. Jan 10. Bell and Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 
(Ganette, Nov. 23.] 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rote or Court. 

We, the Right Honourable Roundell Baron Selborne, Lord Chancellor ; the 
Right Hon. John Duke Lord Coleridge, Lord Chief Jastice of England; the 
Right Hon. Sir George Jessel, Master of the Rolls; the Right Hon. Sir 
James Hannep, President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division of 
the High Court of Justice ; the Right Hon. Sir Nathaniel Lindley, Lord 
Justice of Appeal; Sir Charles Edward Pollock, Baron of the Exehequer ; 
Sir Henry Manisty, and Sir Edward Fry, Justices of the High Court of 
Justic>, do hereby, by virtue of the 19th section of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature Act, 1881, and all other powers enabling us in that behalf, order 
that the courts ard offices of the Supreme Court of Judicature be closed 
for matters of business on the 4th day of December, 1882, 

Seiporne, C. N. Linney, LJ. 
Coxreriwer, L.C.J. C. E. PottoocK. 
G. Jessen, M.R. H. Manisty. 
James HANNEN. E. Fry. 

25th November, 1862, 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 











C Mr. Justice 
Date. pocen Boag V. 0, Bacon. Hur. 
Monday, Dec. .......0.. 4 Mr.Carrington Mr, Farrer Mr. Cobby 
main: ° 5 Jackson King Koe 
ed 5 Carrington Farrer Cobby 
Thursday ....6 7 Jackson King Koe 
Friday...sscscee 8 Carrington Farrer Cobby 
Saturday...ccecess 9 Jackson King Koe 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Far. Pearson. Curry, 
Monday, Dec. .....000.. 4 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Teesdale Mr. Lavie 
Tu VY socccece cosecee 5 Clowes Ward Merivale 
Wednesday.....scsccccee 6 Pemberton Teesdale Lavie 
SURE. scscvsticcsden Clowes Ward Merivale 
ee 8 Pemberton Teesdale Lavie 
Saturday., oe nsotedecoees  B Clowes Ward Merivale 
LEGAL NEWS. 


The number of private Billa to be brought forward in the ensuing 
session of Parliament ie 253, a decrease of seventy as compared with last 
yesr. The totel number of applications for provisional orders to be made 
to the Board of Trade is 212. This number exceeds the provisional orders 
applied for last year by 129. The increase is owing to the large number of 
provisional orders relating to the supply of electric light in London and the 
provinces, of which there are 141, 

“A Firm of Solicitors,” writing to the Daily News, endorse a recom- 
mendation of a former correspondent of that journal, as to the propriety of 
meking the opening of the New Law Courts the occasion of a general 
holiday in solicitors’ offices. They say, “ The homdrum and monotony of the 
life of a lawyer's clerk are rarely relieved by a day’s recreation, aud surely 
no more fitting oocesion could be found than the opening of the Palace of 
Justice, which will mark an epoch in the legal history of England. Would 
it not, therefore, be a graceful act on the part of the profession to afford to 
their clerks an opportunity of showing their loyalty and their interest in this 
most important event ? ” ; 

The retirement of Sir John Lambert from the Local Government Board, 
says the London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian, ia greatly 
regretted. He isa public servant of a rare order. Origivally @ solicitor 
at Salisbury, he was appointed an inspector of the Poor Law Board, in 
which capacity he superintended in London all the work connected with 
the Lancachire distress of 1862-4. Soon after that date he assisted first Mr. 
Gladstone end then Mr. Dicraeli by preparing the statistics upon which 
the Reform Bills of the Liberal and Conservative Governments were 
respectively founded. Then Mr. Lambert was appointed Receiver of the 
Common Poor Law Relief Fund of the motmpelis an office which he will 
I believe, continue to hold. By Mr. Gladstone be was named the firdt 
secretary of the Local Government Board, and be hag since been made a 
— Sir John Lambert’s retirement is caused by an illness of a painfal 

aracter. 








RECENT SALES, 

At the Stock and Share Auction Company's sale, held on the 30th ult. 
at their sele-rooms, Crown-court, Old Broad-street, E.0., the following were 
among the prices obteined:—Akankoo (Gold Coast) Mines £1 shares, 128, 6d. 
paid, 10s, 6d. ; Horse Shoes, 5s.; North London Tramways Company 
(Limited), £3 7+. 6d.; North Grogwinian Silver Lead Mines, 12s.; Lake 
Valley of Switzerland Railway, £4 8s. 64,; Wynaad Perseverance Estate 
and Gold Mines, 6s, 6d.; The ‘*Chalet” Company (Limited), £5 shares, 

other 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 

spas eer 2 22, bob 46, Loner W., the wife of Edward Greens 
‘bill Amphlett, of a é 
Bacoattay.—Nov. 25, at 20, Onslow-square, S.W., the wife of Claude Bag- 
gallay, of Lincola’s-ina, -at-law, of a d ‘ ‘ 
Barrow.—Nov. ma Thurgarton Priory, Notts, the wife of J. B. Barrow, 
M.A., M lege, Oxford, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. : 
Goopman.—Nov. 25, wd eee Lodge, Belvedere, Kent, the wife of W. Mcigh 

Goodman, barriater-at-law, of a ‘ , j 
Mezav.—Nov. 23, at Underbill-rosd, Lordship-lane, 8.E., the wife of Frederick 
Mead, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


B Nov. 23 at at James’, West Hackney, Joha Holder 
Hoipea—BirMInGHAM.—Nov. 25, a ames’s, Wes! i 
of Malvern-road, Dalaton, solicitor, to Ellen; widow of the late H. T. B. Bit- 


mingbam. 
—E .—Nov. 27, at Brighton, Alfred Owen L barrister-at-law of 
wr ines Tea a to MD atlala Verbon Keane, only surviving child of Com- 
mander J. 8. Baton, Royal Navy. 


THS. 
H1tz.—Nov. 25, at Iikley-in-Wharfdale, Joha Willian Hill, M.A., barrister-at- 


law, of the Middle Temple. 
Mzasvne.—Nov. 25, at Sher zo0ds, W » Joho Me aeure, barrister-at-law, 


la’e of 4, Serle-stree’, Liacola’s-inn-fields, eged 85, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Banirupts. 
Frrpay, Nov. 24, 1882. 
Onder the Act, 1869. 
Creditors must ty! their Bngy ad of debts to the Registrar. 
jurren c 

Gabriel John, Copthall chmbrs, Stockbroker. PetNov21. Marray. Dec 8 at 11 
acer} in, Alfred #rederick, High st, Fulham, Brewer. Pet Nov 23. Brougham, 

Dec 5 at : 
Jewell, Edward, and James Gregory Tapson, Low 
Merchants. Pet Nov 22. Lis gr Dec 5 at 12 
Robinson, : Byatt, Garibaldi villas, Pembroke gardéns. Pet Nov 20. Pepys, 

Dec 13 at 1 z 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Burwell, Charlotte, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Fancy Goods Dealer. Pet Nov 21. Jones, 
Dec 7 at 


3.30 
Chargois, Arsene, Redruth, Cornwall, Basket Manufacturer. Pet Nov 22. Chilcott, 
at 


Truro, Dec 6 at 12 
Holbrook, Josiah, Fiabpcods, Gloucester, Wholesale Boot Manufacturer. Pet Nov 20, 
at 


y, Bristol, Dec 
Bh ig Os Southampton, Grocer. Pet Nov 17. Daw, jun. Southampton, Dec 6 
t 12 
Levick, George, Newton grove, Chiswick, Pet Nov 21. Ruston. Brentford, Dec 12 


Ronald, Liverpool. Pet Noy 20. Be . Liverpool, Dec 6 at 12 
ane * William, Manchester, Solicitor. Pet Nov 31. Lister, Manchester, Dec 14 


dietreraion, Joseph, Lancaster, Boot Maker. Pet Noy 22. Hulton. Preston, Dec 18 
Tomlinson, John, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. Pét Nov 22, Loo, Bradford, Deo 
Wallets. Thotnas, Cwmbwria, near Swansea, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 20. Jones. Swan- 
Whitehesd,, 5 Si) sdatnneater, Grocer. Pet Nov 20. Lister. Manchester, Deo 11 at 12 
Under ins Benkrupiey Act, 1869. 
Grothora wash foxrans thats yroot 08 Sapte to the Ragieirer. 
Hillyard, Burton Osborne, High Holborn, Solicitor. Pet Noy 22, Brougham. Ded 12 
Rowe, Henry Francis, Montague st, Russell sq, Civil Engineer. Pet Nov 24 Pepys, 


James, Plaistow, Essex. Pet Noy 24, Pepys. Dec 13 at 12,30 
Teevan, Charles, Burlington rd, Bayswater, of no occupation. Pet Nov 24. Pepys, 
Dec 13 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barnsdale, | _—, — Northampton, Builder. Pet Nov 24. Gaches, 
Peterbo: 14 at 10,30 
Brooke Willer, 


Sussex, Farmer. Pet Nov 24. Stone. Tunbridge Wells, Deo 
ullimore, reat Yarmouth, Builder. Pet Nov 25. Wotlledge, Great Yar 
Banouth, Deo 13 at i Si 


Gray, William Exley, Bury, Lancaster, Auctioneer. Pet Noy 22. Holden. Bolton, 


Dec 
Hart, Sema perkbronk, Birmingham, Travelling Draper. Pet Nov 24. Cole. Bit 
Horn r, John Hi fedon Great Yarmouth, Grocer. Pet Nov 24 Worlledge. Great 
Lowrie, James, Hunslet. Pet Nov 21. Marshall, Leeds, Dec 13 at 11 


at Tl 
UPTCIES rg ee 
Frrpar, Nov. closesd 
Churchill, William Beetham, Dorking, Surrey, Vi¢tualler, Nov 20 

Tvuxspay, Nov. 28, 1882, 
Carnac, James Rivett, Cromwell rd, Kensington. Nov 20 

Liquidations by Arrangement. 

FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Farvix, Nov. 24, ee y 
Arnett, Braithwai Ch Eure-et-Loir, Fra 
Doo b at $ at George y orewkerne, in Hew of tie place and ‘time origaal 
Ballard, James, Clinton rd, Mile End, Boot Maker. Dee 4 at 11 at office of Dobson, 104 
es 


s 
Bacto 
Barker, John Ji ur Wotton-under-Edge, Gloucester, Artist. Dec 6 
12 at ce Rebecy, Nigholas ¢ Bristol fist sf be 
Bell, Willia 
"3 





46 10s,; Belgravia Dairy, 11¢.; Orita Gold Mines, 2le,; and 
miscellaneous securities fetched fair prices, , , 


Dec, 2, 188% 





© William, Bristol, Fine Art Dealer. Deo ab 12 at office of Pitt, John tt, 


“Refreshment house Keeper. Deo 2 at 11.904 
ues sso 
of Dove, Collingwood st, astle upon Tyne : eb Ra vietatte 









igh 


ler, 
Bite 


of 
ome- 
ate 
law, 


Wood 
epys. 


fones, 
ilcott. 
av 20, 
Dec 6 
dec 12 


™ 14 
Dec 13 
d, Deo 
Swan- 
11 at 12 


Deo 12 


Pepys. 


Gaches, 
ills, Deo 
at Yar- 
Bolton, 
le. Bir 
Great 


. Levy, 
of Mason, King st, Finsbu 
bert, Nothing 
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James Robert, Salhouse, Norfolk, Butcher, Dec@at 12 at office of Chittock 
a Be Gold Chain Mak Dec 8 at 12 at office of B d 
er. 0! 01 urman an 
omit ck 


Tem 
‘Thomas, Manchester, rocer. Dec 8 at 3 at office of Choriton,, Brazenose st, 
Henry, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Painter. Dec 11 at 3 at office of Hooper, Quay 
Broom, Hi Kidderminster, out of business. Dec 5 at 3 at office of Bagster, 
ne OEY ede Ripiomaiacter , nie 


Penney, Portsea, Butcher. Dec8 at 1 at Sussex Hotel, Commercial rd, 
Harvey, Landport 


Brown, John a nav Pore! Dean, Beds, Brewer. Dec 5 at 11.30 at King’s Arms Inn, 
Thrapston. Hunnybun, Thrapston 

Browne, William Edward, Geran” Surrey, Architect. Dec 15 at 5 at office of Elborough 
and Dean, 

Baten. John, Bilv verde, Ss Stafford, Saddler. Dec 9 at 11 at office of James, King st, 


Francis Kabghtrder st st, Silk Goods Importer. Dec 4 at 10 at officeof Bennett, 
vine 
eco th Girersclne, Y York, Painter. Dec 7 at 3 at Black} Bull Hotel, Station 


Mitcheson ‘Heckmondwike 
Clerk. ‘John, Sheffield, Architect, Dec 5 at 12 at office of Clayton, Norfolk st, Sheffield 


Cole, Walter, Crexted rd Dulwich, Builder. Dec 7 at 3 af office of Scott and Bar- 
ham, King st, Cheapside 

Corin, Thomas, “Odentrtll; Wheelwright. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of Borlase 
and > Clamnee st, Penzance 


—= amy nr York, Greengrocer. Dec 13 at 10 at offices of Rideal, Chronicle 


arns) 
piemer Jesse, Clayton, nr Bradford, York, Grocer. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of Beverley 
pant Yroeman, Hustlergate, Bradford 
~~ oS aail poe Pe a st, Pimlico, Dressmaker. Dec 18 at 3 at offices of Hayward, 
8 a 
Dugesn, . Richard, Plymouth, Devon, Boot Merchant, Dec 7 at 1 at the George and 
lway Hotel, Pain oy Loye, Plymouth 
D ichael, C: , Glamorgan, Hardwareman. Dec 14 at 11 at the Midland 
Hote i, New st, Birmingham, Jones, Cardiff 
Stafford, Spade Honeteckuret. Dec 5 at 11 at Union 


W: Nottingham, Stone Mason. Nov FS at 3 at offices of Wells and Hind, 


Facon, 
lan, Malian Hall Hast 

Fillans, Hall Ham, Essex, Farmer. Dec 4 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall 
Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Ogle, Finsbury bldgs, Chiswell st 


Parr, , Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Baker. Dec 2 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, St Mary st, 
Cardiff Cardiff = 


Forster, Thomas, Claines, Worcester, Foreman of Tile Works. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of 
Williams, Worcester chmbrs, Pierpoint st, Worcester 
Frecknall, Thomas, Nottingham, House Decorator. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Stevenson, 
Weekday cross, Nottingham 
, Earnest Henry. Stafford rd, Cambrid hand Kilburn. Dec 4 at 3at Inns of Court 
quiet Holborn. Sheppard, Thanet pl, 
Grant, Benjamin, Frome, Some: er. Deo . at 11.30 at offices of McCarthy, Frome 
illiam Por and F a k Bowles, Solon New rd, Bedford rd, Clapham, 
Hag Wilia 2 at offices of Ody, Blackfriars rd 
Henderson, Robert: | Middlesboroush, York, Hatter. Dec 8 at 1 at Station Hotel, York. 
Bainbridge and Barnley, Middlesborough 
Bypoet Rdg , Oldham, Lancaster, Grocer. Dec 7 at3 at offices of Watson, Church 
2 
Howe, Wililam, Seacombe, Chester, Builder. Dec ll at 3 at offices of Quelch, Hatton 
len, Liverpool 
Jenkins, Thomas Lloyd, Lampeter, Cardigan, Draper. Dec 6 at 2 at County Court 
offices, Lampeter. Price and Lloyd, Lampeter 
Jones, Thomas Henry, Sonth Wimbledon, Surrey, Builder. Dec 5 at 2 at Guildhall 
vern, Gresham st. Brooks, Old Jewry 
Keron, a Stockport, Chester, Ironmonger. Dec7 at 3 offices of Grundy, Warren 


Kelly. The Thomas, Blackburn, ——, Clothier. Dec 11 at 11 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral 
d, Manchester. Dar! 

» Charles Joseph, Ho orm bars, } Semen Hair Merchant. Dec 5 at 2 at office of 

Phelps and Co, Gresham 

George Dennis, Carlisle, Hatter, Dec 12at 11 at office of Murray, Scotch st, 


is! 
Pras: Deans, » Manchester, Jeweller. Dec 8 at3 at office of Lawson, Mount st, 
r 
Hyam, Colchester st, Commercial rd, Cigar Manufacturer. Dec 7 at 2 at office 
pear n, George Ro Fruit Salesman. Dec 11 at 3 at Assembly_rooms, 
Pavement, Nottin Stroud, Nottingham 
Lockyer, os George, Bournemouth, Southampton, Plumber. Dec1 at 1 at Gros- 


hristch: 
Looghuret ‘ Medhurst, Devaington, Kent, Schoolmaster. Dec 6 at 3 at Institute, 
Faversham. Johnson, Faversham 
Charles Cont, and Henry James Marriott, Union st, gin Barnet, Builders, 
Dec 7 at 12.at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Lloyd, Wormwood st 
Al Eli, Bedford, Provision Merchant. Dec 11 at 1 Inns of Court Hotel, 
Holborn. Conquest and Clare, b= rd 
Thomas William, bedrom rye near Bradford, Wilts, Farmer, Dec 5 at 
12 at offices of Jones, Biber st, st,  Tronbet dge 
May, cata , Cornwall, Auctioneer. Dec 6 at 12 at offices of Square 
Miners, Henry Vinee & Mary, Devon, Mining Engineer. Dec 6 at 3 at offices of 
juare and Go, lymouth 


8q 

Morton, W: near Whitehaven, ee Grocer. Dec 17 at 12 at the 
Globe Hotel D Duke st, Phitehaven. Paisle 

New, Daniel, ey ole tear Newbury, Berks, Butcher. Dec 5 at 12 at Queen’s Hotel, 


New! cas, Ni 
Orton, W: Castle » mem. Lieneeh Victualler, Dec 7 at 2 at Midland 


Hotel, on y 
Palgoes, ag = mn, Willesden, Cheesemonger. Dec 11 at 2 at offices 
Plowman, 4 lamorgan, Grocer. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of Morgan, 
Church st chbrs, Pon’ 


wane riplint, Ioetaber. Dec 8 at 2 at offices of Davies and Roberts, 


‘Ragnolds, Soke G Gwildford, Stretford, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of 


and Smith, Cross. ’ st, Manchester 
arde, Biiener, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 4 at 12 at Victoria Hotel, 


Richards, 
I 
as ohn, Bethseda, Carnarvon, Builder. Dec 8 at 2 at British Hotel, Bangor. 
h; old Leake Fen, Lincoln, Miller. Dec 7 at $ at offices of Thimbleby 
James, Playhouse yd, Golden lane, Portmanteau Manufacturer. Dec 7 
all Coffeehouse ae Goo ghall st 
‘Wiliam a fohn Raven, Swainsthorpe, N k, Farmer, Dec 8 at 12 at offices of 
Limay, Theatre st, Norwich 








Sot 
Ess 









A ber ; l Draper. Dec Gat 19 at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. 
‘Roott, a Delamere sty. n, Auctioneer. Deg 6 at 12 at offices of Sampson, 


rd 





Sewell, John William, Grantham, Lincoln, Watchmaker. Dac 4 at 11 ab offices of 
Schofield, Grantham 
Smith, Frederick Vernon, Bilston, Giatond, Tome Ore Merchant. Dec-12 at 12 offices of 
Underhill and Lawrence, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 
, Wibsey, nr Bradford, York, Grocer. Dec 4 at 11 at offices of Peel and 


Smith, John, 
Co, Uhapel { st, Bradford 
Snelling, St Leonards on aed Sa Plamber. Dec 1 at 12 at offices of 


Davenport aa Go, Bank ber beg, 

Sneyd, Gustavus Alfred, Chastleton, Oxford, Clerk in Holy Orders, Dec 7 at 3 at Inns 
of Court Hotel, Holborn Searle, Cred! 

Spensley, Thomas Edward, West Hastlepost, Grocer. Dec 8 at 3 at office of Todd and 
Harrison, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Taylor, Thomas Shemelds, ay n upon Hull, Laundryman. Dec 6 at3 at office of 

we and Co, Parliament st, Kingston upon Hull 

Teece, Samuel Sheldon, Darlaston, Stafford, Builder. Dec 8 at 12 at office of Slater, 
Buteroft, Darlaston 

Thomas, David, Aberdare, Beerhouse Keaper. Dac 9 at 11 at office of Phillips, Cannon 


st, Abe’ 

vheaee, John Robert Scott, Walworth rd, Milliner. Dec 4at3 at office of Preston 
and Co, Southampton bldgs, Chancer: -y lane 

Todd, John, Lancaster, Surgeon. Ded 7 at 2 at Castle Hill Houss, Lancaster. John- 
son and Tilly, Lancaster 

Turner, Edwin, Starch Green rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. Dec 11 at 2 at office of 
Gasquet, Idol lane, Gt Tower st 

Turner, Thomas Henry, Walton on Dale, ioe Mineral Water Manufa-+turer. 
Dec 8 at 3 at office of Higson, Cannon st, Presto: 

Turnor, Henry Arthur Ex, Handsworth, Stafford, Steed. Dec 5 at 12 at office of 
Docker, Imperial chmbrs. Colmore row, Birmingham 

Waller, Edmund, High st, Wapping, Wharfinger. Dec 12at 2 at Cannon st, Hotel. 
Linklater and to, Walbrook 

Walton, Edward, es out of business. Dec 9 at2at9!, Westborough, Scar- 
borough. Lowe, as 

Welsted, John, Brent Essex, Timber Merchant, Dec 14 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st. Smallman, Queen st 

White, Richard, Chertsey, Surrey, Corn Merchant. Dec 11 at 2 at office of Harris, 
Bishopgate ch’ yd 

Vo Soe Teatharge, York, Farmer. Dec 7 at 13 at office of Whali, Bridge st, 
Wi 


orksop 
Wylie, Allan Garswell, Cannon st, Merchant. Dec 18 at 2 at office of Price and Co, 
Gresham st. Atkinson, Palmerston bidgs, Old Broad st 


Tuxspar, Nov. 28, 1882. 
Allen, William, Warrington, Mason. Dec 8 at 3.30 at office of Davies and Co, Market 


pl, Warrington 

Se Birmingham, Fruiterer. Dec 11 at 3 at office of Jaques, Temple row, 

‘irmingham 

Atwell, Edward Douglas, Leverton st, Kentish Town, Licensed Victualler. Dec 11 at 3 
at office of Wood, Bedford row 

Bailey, Fred, Bleisho rd, Lavender Hill, Builder. Dec 18 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st. Smallman, Queen st, Cheapside 

Boucher, William Armstrong, Shrewsbury, Salop, Music Seller. Dec 6 at 32, Argyll st, 
Regent st, in lieu of place originally named 

Burns, J ohn, Leeds, Smallware Dealer. Dec 6 at 3 at office of Cousins, Bank chmbrs, 
Park row, "Leeds 

Burrows, Henry, Barnsley, York, Builder. Dec 12 at 3 at office of Dibb and Clegg, 
Regent st, Barnsley 

Butler, Charles, Milford, nr Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Dec 9 at 2 at Batley Mow 
Inn, Milford. Loxton, Walsall 

Butler, James Farden, College st, ie male Grocer. Dec 11 at 11 at Inns of Court Hotel, 
Lincoln’s inn fields Ingram and 

Chalkley, Charles, Breachwood Green, Hertford, Baker. Dec 11 at 2 at Red Lion 
Hotel, Luton, Ewen and Roberts, Luton 

Chilvers, William a Horseferry rd, Westminster, Clothier. Dec 11 at 3 at office 
of Patience, Cheaps: 

Choat, Frederick, Tavender grove, Queen’s rd, Lee ig Fishmonger. Dec7 at 10 at 
39, Benwell rd, Highbury. Harrison, Pancras lan: 

Clements, John, Stokenham, Devon, Builder. Dee ry at 2 at Magor’s Commercial Hotel, 
Newton Abbot. Square, Kingsbridge 

ag me Thomas, Bristol, Upholsterer. Dec 9 at 2 at office of Brown, 3, Corn st, 

ristol > 

Cutting, Charles, jun., Manchester, Provision Merchant. Dec 15 at 3 at office of Addile- 
shaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Dodd, Thomas, Wharton, nr Winsford, Chester, Licensed Victualler, Dec 8 at 10.30 not 
2.30 as erroneously printed i in Gazette of 2Ist inst., at Warren Bulkeley Arms Hotel, 
Warren st, Stockport. Cooke, Winsford — 

Dorey, Elizabeth, Brighton, Sussex, Mo’ Warehouseman. Dec 11 at 3 at office of 

bury and Co, Cheapside. Champion 

Dunn, William, West Bromwich, Stafford,” out of business. Dec 11 at1l at office of 
Shakespeare. Church st, Oldbury 

Emmanuel, Mark Solomon, Houndsditch, Warehouseman, Dec li at 3 at office of 
Hilbery, Billiter st 

Evans, Benjamin Wakefield, and Arthur beg? orion ah. yore Tron Merchants, 
Dec 8 at 3 at Law Society’s Rooms, Hoole’ : oe pene Hickmott. 

Farmer, John Flint, eee on the Hill, Lei os Wat 12 at office of 
Preston, Church st, Hinckley 

vein ite bet enn , Llandovery, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Dec 9 at 11 at office of 

ndover: 
iy ilhiam, Mile ina rd, Hat Manufacturer. Dec 14 at 2 at office of King and Peto, 
urch lane 

Fletcher, Thomas, Fingest, Bucks, Builder. Dec 14 at 11 at Falcon Hotel, High 
Wycombe, Fell, Aylesbury 

Foster, Hill, Barton on Humber, Lincoln, Plumber’s Assistant. Dec 13 at 2 at office of 
Nowell and Priestley, Barton on Humber 

Fox, Barnard, and Thomas Robert ae Northampton, Grocers. Dec 12 at 3.30 at office 
of Becke, Derngate, Northam 

Gibson, bee pe Purdon, Fai on York, Farmer. Dec 11 at 11 at office of Kaberry, 

tefract 

Gibson, Peterborough, Corn Factor. Dec 11 at 4at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 

st. Hart, Peterborough 

Gilchrist, James Morrison, West Ham Abbey, Coal Merchant. Deo 19 at3 at office of 
Peckham and Co, ogy corel st 

Good, wi i William, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Dec 15at 3 atthe Assembly 
Rooms, Low pavenent, Nottingham. Stroud, N 

Capa, William’ Ely, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec "13 at 3 at offices of Hall, Market place, 


'y 
Greengrass, George William, Vein, Norfolk, Castrator. Dec 12 at 2.30 at offices of 
Gre; and Robinson, Watton, Norfolk 
Hall, Henry, Live l, Oil and Golour Merchant. Dec 15 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 
Mount Pleasant, Liverpool 
Harvey, Charles, Lom Cumberland, Grocer. Dec 13 at 2 at the Indian King 
Hotel, Roper st, Whitehaven 
Ha: lett, Abel, Eitham, Kent, Carpenter. Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Godfrey, South sq, 


st Frederick, Birmingham, Poulterer. Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Parry, Colmore row, 


Hipkine 4 William, and Stephen Hipkiss, Birmingham, Garden Tool Manufacturers. 
Boo li at 3 at the Queen's Hotel, St teephnneen pl, Birmingham. O’Connor, Birming- 


Het, Thorsne, Cawood York, Blacksmith. Dee 8 ai. 11 at, offices of Crumbie, Stone- 


‘ 


ied 
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Husley, Alfred, Birmingham, Grocer. Dec 14 at 3 at OfficeS of Jaques, Templé row, 
Birmingham 
Jamiescn, Robert, Brampton, Cumberland, General Dealer. D2c 15 st 3 at office of 
Carrick and Co, Brampton 
~ - weagnign Bristol, Oil Merchant. Dcc 6 at 11 at cffice of Nurse, Corn street, 
visto 
Keith, William, Wellclose sq, Whitechapel, Ivory Mérchant. Dec 18 at 2 at81, Gresham 
st. Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster pl, Strand 4 
Lancaster, Edwin, Greenwich, Kent, Canvasser for Advertisemants. Déc 12 at 3 at 
cfiice of Watson, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 
Leng, Charles Edmund, Ramsgate, Shirtmaker, Dec 18 at 2 at Guildhall Coffee House, 
Gresham st. Sparkes, Ramsgate 
Leach, Joseph, Morecambe, Lancaster, Boot Maker. Dec 11 at 2 atoffices of Johnson 
and Co, Sun st, Lancaster 
Lennard, Joseph Cecil, Ingiave sf, Falcon lane, Clapham Junction, Egg Dealer. * Dec 
14 “4 3 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ Avenue. Fowler, Borough High st, South- 
war 
Tiggins, John, Leicester, Potato Salesman. Dic 14 at 3 at office of Gee and Parr, 
Gallowtree gate, Leicester 
Lowe, Henry, Welland, Worcester, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 8 at 3 st office of Lambert, 
ol ter, Gt Malvern 
Lupson, Alfred, Upland 1d, East Dulwich, Surrey, Builder. Dec 11 at 2 at office of 
Smallman, Queen st, Cheapside 
Malby, Albert James, Eastbourne, nr Midhurst, Sussex, Photographic Artist. Dec 19 
at 3 at Spread Eagle Hotel, Midhurst. Janman, Chichester 
Marchant, Margaret Sarah, Edenbridge, Kent, Grocer. Dec 9 at 3 at Wheatsheaf Inn, 
Marsh green, Edenbridge. Richardson 
Markwick, George, Brighton, Naturalist. 
Brighton 
Mason, Richard, Featherstone, York, Joiner. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of Dixons and Horne, 
Wood st, Wakefie 
Moffett, William, Newbiggin-by-the-Sea, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Dec 13 at 3 at 
offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Molson, William Algernon, Stainfield, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 11 at 11 at Central Sale 
Rooms, Midland Insurance bldgs, Bank st, Lincoln 
Megeen, Dorit Kingston-upon-Hull, Dyer. Dec 13 at 1l at offices of Spurr, Market 
pl, Hu 
ee ete Bristol, Beer Retailer. Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Essery, Nicholas st, 
to) 


ris 

Munch, John, Alexandra rd, New Southgate, Cabinet Maker. Dec 19 at 2 at offices of 
Medcalf, Union ct, Old Broad st ‘ 

Munn, James, and Robert John Mostyn, Milton bldgs, Watling st, Manufacturers. Dec 
13 at 2 at offices of Chubb, Pancras lane 

Munsey, Charles, Wolverhampton, Bootand Shce Manufacturer. Dec 11 at 3 at Peacock 
Hotel, Snow hill, Wolverhampton. Stirk and Brewer, Wolverhampton 

— John, Bread st, Commission Agent. Dec 12 at 3 at No. 145, Cheapside. Neave, 

iday st 

Nicholson, Edward, Portsea, Hants, Painter. Dec 11 at 10 at offices of Blake and Reed, 

Union st, Portsea 


Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Nye, North st, 


Norman, William Watson, Aldgate, Provision Merchant. Dec 15 at 3 at St Michael’s 


Hall, George yard, Lombard st. Church, Fenchurch st 

Nuttall, Thomas Bilbie, Nottingham, Painter. Dec 12 at 4 at offices of Cockayne, 
Fletcher gate, Nottingham 

Oswin, Thomas, Somerset st, Portman sq, Silk Mercer. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Lad- 
bury and Co, Cheapside. Bannister, Basinghall st 

Parry, John, Walton, near Liverpool, Commercial Traveller. Dec 11 at 2.30 at offices 
of Wyles, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Piejus, Charles John, Upper Thames st, Iron Merchant. Dec 15 at 3 at St Mi-vhael’s 
Hall, George yard. Lombard st. Hales 

Pontifex, Charles, York rd, King’s Cross, Engineer. Dec 19 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 

Potter, John, Bristol, Baker. Dec 8 at 2 at offices of Sibly and Dickinson, Exchange 
West, Bristol 

Pull, Joseph, Cromer, Norfolk, out of business. Dec 18 at 11 at offices of Hansell, 
Norwich rd, Cromer 

Ramsbottom, Thomas, Northwich, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 10 at 11 at office 
of Fletcher, Winnington, Northwich 

a Geos, York, Stonemason. Dec 11 at 11 at office of Young, Low Ousgate, 

or 


Reader, John William George, Hardwicke-plac*, Commercial rd, Stepney, Wine and 
Spirit Merchant. Dec 7 at 2 at office of Bastard, Brabant ct, Philpot lane 

Rhind, Thomas, Barrow in Furness, Lancaster, Foreman Plater. c 7 at 3 at Trevel- 
yan Hotel, Barrow in Furness. Hudson. Barrow in Furness 

Robertson, John Bethnal grean, Baker. Dec 13 at 12 at office of Woodward and Hood, 
Ingram ct, Fenchurch st 

Robinson, William, Barrow in Furness Lancaster, Grocer. Dec 6 at 11 at Station Hotel, 
Carnforth... Hudson, Barrow in Furness 

Rolley, Abel, Hadfield, Derby, Sewing Machine Dealer. Dec 11 at 11 at office of Brown 
and Ainsworth, St Petersgate, Stockport. Ainsworth 

Rose, William John Preston, Ear]’s court rd, South Kensington. Dec 12 at 12 at St 
Michael’s Hall, George yd, Lombard st. Bartley and James, Somerset st, Portman 


square 

Roughley, John Waddingt~n, Waterloo, Lancaster, Tea Dealer. Dec 15 at 3 at office of 
Roose and Co, North John st, Liverpool. Deane, Liverpool 

Russell, William, Sidmouth, Devon, Confectioner. Dec 8 at 12 at office of Southcott, 
Post Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter. Brutton 

Rymer, Charles Joseph, Minford gdns, Shepherd’s Bush, of no occupation. Dec 11 at 
2 at office of Blewitt and Tyler, Gracechurch st 


Mount Pleasant rd, Tunbridge Wells 








£tops, Harry Day, Towcester, Northampton, Coal Merchant. Deo 13 at 2 at County 
Court Office, Sneep st, Northampton, Sheppard, Towcester 

Stowe, Frederick, and David John Wear, Knighton, Leicester, Jewellers. Dec 18 at 19 
at office of Hincks, Bowling Green st, Leicester 

— — Stoke Newington rd, Draper. Dec 11 at 3 at office of Cotton, St Martin's 
e Gran 

Taylor, James Henry, Bridgnorth, Salop, Furniture Dealer. Dec 9 at 10.30 at Royal 
Oak Hotel, Madeley. Rhodes, Wolverhampton , 

Tonkin, Franklin William, Bristol, Solicitor. Dec 6 at 2 at offic of Sibly and Dickin. 
son, Exchange West, Bristol 

Trask, William French, Lower Woodford, Wilts, Farmer. Dcc 9 at 12 at office of Hod. 
ding, Market House chmbrs, Salisbury 

Tully, Charlies, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fisherman. Dec 8 at 3 at office of Woodhouse, 
Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Venables, Joseph, Newferry, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 8 at 8 at office of 
Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Walker, James, Mirfield, York, General Broker. Dec 20 at 2 at office of Scholes, 
Wakefield rd, Dewsbury 

Watt, James Andrew, Ripon, Innkeeper. Dec 11 at 11 at office of Bateson and Hutchin. 
86n, Queeti st, Ripon 

Wheeler, Alfred Augustus, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. Dec 20 at 3 at 
office of Boxall and Boxall, Chancery lane 

White, Francis, Manchester, Provender Dealer. Dec 9 at 10 at office of Gardner, Cooper 
st, Manchester 

Wilson, James, Liversedge, York, Maltster. Dec 13 at 2 at office of Lancaster and Co, 
Manor row, Bradford 

Woods, Joseph Burton, High st, Wandsworth, Builder. Dec 18 at 11 at office of Duboia, 
Old Serjéant’s ini, Chancery lane. Maynard, Clifford’s inn 

Woodward, Joseph Frederick, Porchester rd, Bayswater, Coal Merchant. Doc 7 at 2 at 
office of Moss, Winchester House, Old Broad st 

Wyatt, Francis, Exeter, Builder. Dec 9 at 10 at office of Southc ott, Post Office st, Bed- 
ford circus, Exeter. Brown 

Yahbsley, John Smith, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 9 at 12 at office of Essery, 
Nicholas st, Bristol 

Yearsley, Rev Ralph Owen, Trebovir rd, Earl’s Court. Dec 12 at 3 at Birkbeck Insti- 
tution, Chancery lane. Artill, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside i 

Zucker, Charles, and Moses Zucker, Station avenue, Loughborough Junction, Brixton, 

Watch Makers. Dec 12 at 2 at 83, Gresham st. Cattlin, Wormwood st, Old Broad st 
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Shore, Ambrose Josiah, Mayfield, Sussex, Builder. Dec 8 at 3 at office of Cripps, | desirous of obtaining back numbers of the Souicitopa’ Jouanat, as only a small 


number of copies remain on haxd. 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Graranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

dhe Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Beirg without eugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps better in all climates, and is fuur times 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED jet WEAKENED with 
sterch, &c., and In REANITY CUEAPER than such Mixtures, 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

Cocoatina 4 La Vani is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer ehccolste is prohibited, 

In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


and Grocers. on reasonable terms 


ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
Estimates and Designs submitted free for entirely Fur- 
nishing Residences, Chambers, Offices, &c. 
—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 


Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Designs, &c. Bedroom Furniture, including Bedstead and 
Bedding, from £7 10s. per set. 

THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS, 


Hewetsos, THEXTOY, & Peart, 
200, 203, and 204, Tottenham Court-rosad, London, W. 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 








EDE AND SON, 


ROBE « (MBA . MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of th 


Judicial Bench, Corporation of London | &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOANS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. _ 
AW.—Wanted, by Advertiser (age 23), & 


Conveyancing and General Clerkship, } 
shorthand writer, Good reference.—Address, C., 5 





Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. \ 





AW.—A City firm «f Solicitors bave a 

4 Vacancy for an Articled Clerk; to one who has 

had some experience a small Salary may be given,- Ad- 
dress, Beta, Messrs. Street Brothers, 5, Berle 


Private pupils and postal 
street, W.C, | London, 








R. HF, FOULKS LYNCH’S CLASSES 
for the ensuing Examinations of the Incorporated 
Law Society are NOW FO 


parat: 
ticulars, opply by letter caiceomel, 8, Gray’s-inn-place, 


citors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.0, 





AW PRACTICK.—Wantel, to Purchases 

small Practice, or a Share in an established Busi- 

ness, Town preferred, Principals only treated with 

Address, Practice (No. 880), “ Solicitors’ Journal” 
Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C, ; 


RMING. ‘Terms moderate. 
ion.—For further par- 
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